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ELECTION COMMISSION OF INDIA 
New Delhi, the 14th July, 1978 

S.O. 2156.— In pursuance of section 111 of the Re- 
presentation of the People Act, 1951 (43 of 1951), the Election 
Commission hereby publishes the report of the High Court at 
Calcutta dated the 9th June, 1978 in Election Petition No. 1 of 
1977. 

ELECTION PETITION CASE NO. 3 of 1977 
HIGH COURT AT CALCUTTA 
ELECTION PETITION JURISDICTION 
In the matter of 


S. K. Absd Ali & Anr 

Petitioner 

Versus 


Dhirendra Nath Basu& Ors. 

Opposite Party 

Noting by Office Serial Date 

or Advocate No. 

Office notes, reports, 
orders or proceedings 
with signatures 


12 3 4 

Mr. Bhola Sen ap- 
pears & submits. 

The Court : Leave 
granted to with- 
draw the Election 
petition in terms 
of prayer (a) of the 
Petition. Leave 
also granted for 
refund of the sec- 
urity deposit lying 
with the Regist- 
rar, O.S. in terms 
of prayer (b) of the 
Petition. Let a 
copy of this Order 
be forwarded to 
the Election Com- 
missioner for pub- 
lication in the 
Official Gazette. 

Sabyasachi Mukharji. 


9-6-78 


Mr. S.K. Ganguli 
appears for the 
petitioner and 
submits. 


Sealed 


A TRUE COPY 
Sd /- 13-6-78. 

For Registrar High Court 


[No. 82/WB/3/77] 
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New Delhi, (he 14th July, 1978 

S.O. 2157. — In pursuance ol section 111 of the Represen- 
tation of the People Act, 1951 (43 of 1951), the Election 
Commission hereby publishes the report of the High Court at 
Calcutta (.luted the 9th June, 1978 in Election Petition No. I 
of 1977, 

E. P. Case No. 1 of 1977 
HIGH COURT AT CALCUTTA 
ELECTION PETITION JURISDICTION 

In the matter of — 

Sivaprasad Bhattachsrya 

Versus .... Petitioner 

Saugata Roy & Others 

19, Barraekpore Parliamentary 

Constituency. ■ Respondents. 

Serial Date Office notes, reports 

No. orders or proceedings 

with signatures 

9-6-78 Mr. S.K.Gonguli appears 
for the petitioner and 
submits. 

Mr. Bhola Sen appears & 
submits. 

The Court : — Leave gran- 
ted to withdraw Elec- 
tion petition in terms 
of prayer (a) of the 
Petition. Leave also 
granted for refund of 
the security desposil 
lying with the Regis- 
trar, O.S. in terms of 
prayer (b) of the Peti- 
tion. Let a copy of this 
order be forwarded to 
the Election Commis- 
sioner for publication 
in the Official Gazette. 

Sabyasachi Mukherji. 

A TRUE COPY 
Sd/-1 3-6-78. 

For Registrar, High Court 
Original side, Calcutta 

[No. 82/ WB/ 1/77)] 

T. NAGARATHNAM, Secy. 
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New Delhi, the 17th July, 1978 

S.O. 2158 — In pursuance of the section 106 of the Repre- 
sentation or the People Act, 1951, the Election Commission 
hereby publishes the Judgment dated the 8 June, 1978 of 
the High Court of Punjab and Haryana at Chandigarh, in 
election petition No. I of 1976. 


IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND J TAR VAN A 
A3 CHANDIGARH 
CIVIL MISC. SIDE 
Election Petition No, 1 of 1976 

1 . Sardar Kundan Singh Patang son of Sardar Kaka Singh, 

M.L.A. resident of village Sehjra, Tehsil Barnalu, 
District Sangrur. 

2. Sardar Harbans Singh M.L.A. son of Sardar Mehar 

Singh resident of village and Post Office JalaL Tehsil 
Rampura Phool, Dish. Bhalinda. 

Petitioners 

Versus 

1. Sardar Raghbir Singh Gill, M.P. (member Council 

of States), resident of village and Post Office Landh- 
ran, Tehsil Kharar, District Ropur. 

2. Shrimati Amarjit Kaur M.P. (Member of Council ol 

States), resident of Old Moti Bagh, Annexe, Patiala. 

3. Shri Sat Pal Mittal, M.P. (Member, Council of States). 

resident of Sarabhu Nagar, Ludhiana. 

4. Sardar Gureharan Singh Tohra, President of the Shiro 

mani Gurdwara Parbandhak Committee, Amritsai 
resident of village and Post Office Tohra, District 
Patiala, presently detained in Central Jail, Feroze- 
pore. 

.... Respondents 

Election Petition under sections 80 and 81 and 84 read 
with Section 101 of the Representation of People Act, 1951 
praying that the Election Petition may be accepted and the 
election of Shri Raghbir Singh Gill Respondent No. 1 to the 
Council of States may be declared void. 

It is further prayed that Sardar Gureharan Singh Tohra 
Respondent No. 4 may be declared elected in place of Sardar 
Raghbir Singh Gill Respondent No, I. 

11 is also prayed that the cost of the election petition ntav 
be awarded to the petitioners against the Respondent No. 1. 

S. P. of 76 

Dated, Ihe 8th June, 197,9 
PRESENT 

T he Hon'blc Mr. Justice S. S. Sandhnwalia. 

For the Petitioners : Mr. S. S. Bedi, Advocate (M|s. N. S. 
Bhatia and P. K. Jain, with him). 

For the Respondents : Mr. Anand Swaroop, Advocate 
(M/s. A, S. Sandhu, Advocate and H. S. Mann, Adv, 
with him), 

Mr. S, S. Kang, Advocate for respondent No. 4, 

Mr. I. B. Bhandari, Advocate for respondent No, 3. 

JUDGMENT 

S. S. Sundhawalia, J. — - 

P. 2 In this rather unusual election petition, the purity ol 
the country's famed electoral proce-s has been fouled with 
such impunity that the matter might well deserve consideration 
by the Election Commission to avoid any such future rccru- 
denec. 

What is sought to be put under challenge herein is the 
election of S, Raghbir Singh Gill, respondent No. I, to the 
Rajya Sabha from the Punjab Legislative Assembly consti- 
tuency by the biennial election held on the 27th March, 
1976. The election petition has been preferred by S, Kundan 
Singh Patang and S. Harbans Singh who were the sitting 
Akali legislators of the Punjab Legislative Assembly at tfic 
material time. 


Noting by office 
or Advocate 


Sealed . 
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I his case has sharp and indeed vicious political overtones. 
In an election petition of this nature, this would be perhaps 
unavoidable. Within the limits of judicial restraint, it first 
becomes necessary to notice in the raw the case sought to 
be set up on behalf of the election-petitioners apart front 
what in fact would be found proved later on the record. 
This is so because the allegations in the pleadings and some 
of the undisputed fact, arc an essential backdrop for putting 
the matter in correct perspective as also for appreciating the 
evidence led herein. The last internal emergency was pro- 
claimed by the President on the 25th of June, 1975, on tnc 
advice of the former Prime Minister Shrimati Indira Gandhi. 
The Akali Party at the relevant time was in opposition against 
the Congrcst Ministry in the Punjab as one of the allies of 
the other major internal opposition parties in the country. It 
forthwith determined to launch a crusade against the procla- 
mation of the emergency, hollowing p. 3 virtually a unani- 
mous decision of the Party, a protracted civil disobedience 
movement styled as a morcha was launched by the Akalis 
on the 9th of July, 1975. This campaign was formally in 
augurated by the emergence of a jatha of live traditional 
Satyagrahis from the privileged precincts of the Golden Temnlc 
at Amritsar and they courted arrest on the 9th of July, 1973 
led by S. Parkash Singh Badal, a former and present Chief 
Minister of Punjab. The other four members of this iaihu 
consisted of some of the top bra=s of the Akali Party namely, 
S. Jagdev Singh Talwandi, S. Gurcharan Singh Tohra (res- 
pondent No. 4), S. Atma Singh and S. Basant Singh Khalsa. 
At least three of the aforesaid Akali leaders, namely, S. Pat- 
kash Singh Badal, S. Jagdev Singh Talwandi and S. Gur- 
charan Singh Tohra remained in virtually continuous incar- 
ceration till the relaxation of emergency 19 months after its 
imposition whilst the other two intermittently remained in 
and out of jail. The high-sounding claim on behalf of the 
election-petitioners is that whilst one by one the lights went 
out over the rest of the country, the Akali Dal tried to up- 
hold the torch of liberty by sending forth a continuous stream 
of Satyagrahi , to court arrest throughout the long-drawn-ou. 
emergency. Ultimately the whole of its leadership went into 
incarceration and it is the unchallenged claim that more than 
45,000 volunteers courted arrest during this period. 


Whilst the emergency was us yet at its zenith and no end 
thereof seemed in sight, on the 3rd of March, 1976, the 
elected members of the Punjab Legislative Assembly were 
called upon to elect 3 members to the Rajaya Sabha. The last 
dato for filing the nomination papers was I Oth March, 1976, 
and after scrutiny on the 11th of March, 1976, the last date 
for withdrawal was the 13th of March, 1976. The total 
voting strength of the Punjab legislative Assembly at the 
material time was 102. The virtually admitted party wise 
break up thereof was as follows : — 

1 . Congress— 65 

2. Communist Parly of India — 10. 

3. Akali Party— 25. 

4. C.P.M.— 1 

5. Jan Sangh- -1 


It is the case of the election-petitioners that in (he light of 
the aforesaid political linkage the Congress Party even with 
the express support of the members of the Communist Party 
of India could have secured only two out of the luce seats for 
the Council of States and realising this plain reality the par- 
liamentary Board of the Indian National Congress norminated 
only two official Congress candidates therefore, namely, Smt, 
Amnrjit Kaur respondent No. 2 and Shri Sat Pal Mittal, M.P. 
respondent No. 3. 


On the other hand, the Akali Legislative party with a 
strength of 25 members and definite support of the one mem- 
ber each of the Jan Sangh and the C.P.M. was equally sure 
to win one of the three seats and accordingly the Shiromani 
Akali Dal nominated respondent No. 4 (S. Gureluran Sini/li 
Tohra) who was then the silling member of the Council of 
States as its lone candidate. 


2045 


Giani Zail Singh was the Chief Minister of the Congress 
Ministry in the Punjab from February, 1972, The election 
petitioners allege that the parliamentary Board of the Cong- 
ress- did not entirely accede to the wishes of the Chief Minis- 
ter in awarding the official Congress tickets to the applicants 
and in order to keep up his prestige and make a show of 
strength he decided to put up a candidate for the third seat 
as w'ell in the election and to ensure his success by all means 
fair or foul. Accordingly he selected respondent No. 1 Shii 
Raghbir Singh Gill, a close associate and confidant to op- 
pose S. G. S. Tohra in the election. Shti R. S. Gill is alleged 
to be one of the most active supporters of Giani Zail Singh 
the then Chief Minister who vigorously canvassed for the 
latter during his election from the Anandpur Sahib Assembly 
Constituency in the bye-elcction of 1970 and in the general 
elections of 1972. lie later became the Political Secretary of 
the Chief Minister and was subsequently made the President 
of the District Congress Committee, Ropar in which the 
Anandpur Sahib Assembly Constituency falls. About a year 
prior to the election in dispute he was appointed us a mem- 
ber of the Subordinate Services Selection Board by the Chief 
Minister and on the 18th of February, 1976 he was appointed 
the Chairman of the Punjab State Agricultural Board which 
is alleged to be a lucrative post in the patronage of the 
Chief Minister. However, S. R. S, Gill, respondent No. 1 
was made to resign by the Chief Minister from the aforesaid 
Chairmanship of the Marketing Board in the nick of time 
on the 9th of March, 1976 to file his nomination papers on 
the following day of the 10th of March, 1976. Jt is alleged 
that the post of the Chairman vacated by S. R. S. Gill was 
kept vacant till the result of the election was over so 1h;ll 
in case of his defeat he could be re-appointed. The positive 
assertion on behalf of the election — -petitioners is that res- 
pondent No. 1 was a mere protege of the Chief Ministei 
who was his main campaigner und he was selected primarily 
because of his close association with the then Chief Minister 
Giani Zail Singh and further with an eye that in ca-e of his 
defeat no loss of prestige to the Congress High Command 
would ensure because he was not formally an official eandi 
date. 

It is the stand of the two election-petitioners that having 
set up respondent No. 1 as his candidate, Chief Minister Giu- 
ni Zail Singh forthwith launched a high pressure compaign 
during the emergency against the Akali legislators to secure 
their defection and support for respondent No.l. It is alleged 
that on the very day ot 9th of March, 1976, when respondent 
No, I became a candidate the defection of S.Karnail Singh 
Marhari, an Akali legislator was publicly procured. Thcie 
after an indiscriminate space of arrests of Akali members 
and the registration of false cases against them is alleged to 
have been launched. Two legislators S. Gurbachan Singh and 
S. Kundan Singh Patang (one of the election petitioners) 
were arrested under Rules 36/43 of the Defence of Tndia 
Rules on the 1 9th of March, 1976. A case under seefion 
307 of the Indian Penal Code read with Rule 67 of the D.l.R. 
was registered against S. Prchlad Singh. Akali M.L.A. but he, 
secured anticipatory bail from the High Court, When S. 
Jagdev Singh Talwandi and S. Basant Singh Khalsa who had 
courted arrest sought to furnish bail in order to be present 
for voting in the election they were told that they, were fur- 
ther deemed to be under arrest under Rules 36|43 of the 
Defence of India Rules. It is alleged that significantly these 
cases were registered on the 1 1th of March, 1976 at Amritsar 
in connection with some alleged incident of 9th of July. 
1975 with the mala fide motive of preventing the presence 
of all these legislators at the time of voting. Further if i« 
the case that the house of Shri Sukhdev Singh Dhindsa, Akali 
M.L.A. of Dhanaula was raided on the night between 18th 
and 19th of March, 1976 but when he surrendered before 
the Chief Judicial Magistrate, Sangrur, it was reported that 
no case was pending against him. The allegation is that a 
surreptitious attempt was made to illegally detain him without 
bringing the matter on the record and thereby depriving him 
of his right to vote. 

Serious allegations have been laid at the door of S. Pnrtap 
Singh, Secretary of the Punjab Viclhnn Sabha who was the 
Returning Officer for the election. Tt is averred that under the 
pressure of the then Chief Minister, Giani Zail Singh he 
refused to issue postal hnllot-pupcis to those Akali legislators 
who were detained under laws oilier than Muinlenance ,4 
Internal Security Act, Thereupon an Akali delegation led b. 

S. Randhir Singh Cheema, M.L.A. submitted a memorandum 
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to the Chief Election Commissioner of India, New Delhi and 

S. Satnam Singh Bajwa another Akali legislator (who latct 
defected but at the relevant time was the election agent of 
S. G. S. Tohra) filed a writ petition in the High Court 
seeking the right of vote for four Akali Legislators who 
were m custody under statutes other than the Maintenance 
of Internal Security Act. The Chief Election Commissioner 
of India later issued a direction that postal ballot-papers shall 
be supplied to all the detained legislators irrespective of the 
provision of law under which they were held. The election- 
petitioners allege that in view of this Giani Zail Singh, Chief 
Minister and respondent No. 1 changed their methods because 
the registration of false cases and detention of legislators 
would now be of no avail, However, they were successful 
In securing the defection of S. Satnam Singh Bajwa, a pro 
minent Akali legislator on the 23rd of March, 1976 on the 
eve of the election. 

Seven Akali legislators and one Jan Sangh M.L.A. were 
ill preventive detention before the poll in different jails in 
the State as follows : — 

1. S. Parkash Singh Badal, Leader of the Akali Assembly 

Party, was shifted to Tihar Central Jail Delhi at that 

time ; 

2. S. Jaswinder Singh Brar, and 

3. S. Jagdev Singh Talwandi, Deputy Leader of Akali 

Assembly Party and Senior Vice President of the 

Akali Dal respectively were in Central Jail, Patiala ; 

4. S. Basant Singh Khalsa, General Secretary of the 

Akali Dal was in Sub Jail, Nabha. 

5. S. Surjit Singh Bamala, another General Secretary of 

the Akali Dal was in District Jail, Jullundur. 

6. Sardar Gurbachan Singh ; and 

7. Sardar Kundan Singh Patang (petitioner No. 1) were 

in District Jail, Sangrur. 

8. Dr. Baldev Parkash was in Central Jail, Amritsar. 

All the aforesaid persons are averred to be educated and ex- 
perienced legislators and barring Dr. Baldev Parkash they 
were staunch supporters and disciplined members of the Akali 
Party committed to support the candidature of S. G. S. Tohra 
who was the sole official candidate and with regard to whom 
the party mandate had been issued to all the legislators to cast 
their first preference votes for him and not to cast any other 
preference vote for anybody else. Dr, Baldev Parkash 
the lone Jan Sangh legislator in the Assembly was equally 
committed to support the candidate of the Akali party m 
opposition to the Congress or Congress sponsored candidate 
in view of the emergency and also because he had been re- 
cently elected in a bye-election to the Punjab Legislative As- 
sembly willy the direct Akali support. As a consequence of 
the writ petition filed by the Shiromani Akali Dal earlier in 
the High Court and the assurance given by the Election Com- 
missioner the method of voting by the aforesaid eight dete- 
nus was determined to be by way of postal ballots to be 
issued to them. The election petitioners aver that all the 
aforesaid eight M.L.As. (including petitioner No. 1 ) marked 
the postal ballot papers forwarded to them by placing the 
figure one opposite the column of S. G. S. Tohra as their 
first preference votes, it is claimed lhat there was no 
occasion for any of the said eight detenus to cast their second 
preference votes for any of the four candidates and in fact 
they were sorely opposed to the official Congress candidates 
as also to the Congress sponsored candidate of respondent 
No. 1 S. R. S. Gill. 

The postal ballot-papers of the detenus are alleged to have 
arrived in the office of the Returning Officer long before the 
date of the count. It is claimed that Shri Partap Singh the 
Secretary of the Vidhan Sabha and the Returning Officer for 
the election had strained relations with the Speaker of the 
Assembly and was dependant on the Chief Minister for his 
continuance in the office. In substance it is alleged that with 
the active consent and connivance of the Returning Officer 
and certain Superintendents of the Jails in which the detenus 
were confined as also with the aid of one Tit ath Singh Sobti, 
the postal ballot-papers were tampered with in favour of 


respondent No. 1 and against the official Akali candidate 
Shri G, S, Tohra respondent No. 4. It is, however, candidly 
admitted in the election petition itself that the mischief having 
been done secretively the election petitioners were not in a 
position to slate the exact method and process adopted by 
the Returning Officer or his accomplices to tamper with the 
ballots. Tn sum it is alleged that the then Chief Minister 
Giani Zail Singh was using the official machinery to further 
election prospects of his nominee S. R. S. Gill and with his 
consent used the Returning Officer in collaboration and cons- 
piracy with certain persons, named or unnamed to tamper 
with the above-said postal ballot papers and changed four 
of them to this extent that they should be considered and 
counted as first preference votes for S. R. S. Gill, instead of 
S. G. S. Tohra, It is claimed that these four tampered ballot 
papers would bear testimony to the allegations of the election 
petitioners and in the interest of justice the same should be 
inspected and the foregery thereon be discovered. 

At the time of the counting on the 27th of March, 1976 
in the Vidhan Sabha premises at Chandigarh S. Randhir 
Singh Chcema, M.L.A. was present as the election agent 
of respondent No. 4 S. G. S. Tohra, the Official Akali 
candidate along with S, Manjit Singh Khaira, Advocate and 
S. Sukhdev Singh Dhillon. When the postal ballot papers 
were being sorted out the aforesaid persons discovered that 
lour of them were tampered with wherein the figure 1 placed 
opposite name of S. G. S. Tohra to Indicate the first pre- 
ference vote for him had been altered to II in Roman form. 
This discovery was made easier by the fact that the voters 
who cast their votes at the polling booth in tfie Assembly 
Office had to mark their ballot-papers in red colour with 
the material so provided by the Returning Officer whilst on 
the other hand the eight postal ballot-papers except one 
were marked in blue colour. This difference in the colour 
of ink used for marking had thus rendered it easier for the 
representatives of respondent No. 4 to determine that tamper- 
ing had been done in four of the postal ballot papers. In 
all these, this process of conversion from the ordinary figure 
one of international numerals to II in Roman figures disclosed 
an overwriting and alteration as well. Besides tampering with 
the figure one as above, figure I in Roman form had been 
added opposite the name of S. Raghbir Singh Gill, respon- 
dent No. 1 in the ballot-papers. S. Manjit Singh Khaira, the 
Counting Agent of S. G. S. Tohra and his companions pro- 
tested against the same but nevertheless these four tampered 
ballot-papers were counted by the Returning Officer in favour 
of respondent No. 1. Despite this improper reception of four 
first preference votes, respondent No. 1 still secured only 23 
first preference votes against an equal number secured by 
S, G. S. Tohra. However, it was only by the addition of 
second preference votes in favour of S. R, S. Gill respondent 
No. 1 that he was declared elected by a narrow margin having 
secured 27.81 votes, the ascertained quota being 25.41 votes. 
The overall voting for all the three seats was as follows : — 

1. Smt. Amarjit Kaur 29 first preference votes, 

respondent No. 2. 

2. Sh. Sat Pal Mittal, 2? first, preference votes. 

respondent No 3 

3. S, Raghbir Singh Gill 23 first preference votes, 
respondent No. 1. 4,81 second preference votes. 

4, S. Gurcharan Singh 23 first preference votes, 
Tohra, respondent No. 4. 

The candidates at serial numbers 1 to 3 were consequently 
declared elected forthwith on 27th March, 1976 and the 
lone loser was the official candidate of the Akali Party, res- 
pondent No. 4. 

S, G, S, Tohra being apparently in incarceration at the 
relevant time, the present election petition was preferred, as 
already noticed, by two of (he Akali legislators on the 10th 
of May, 1976. Therein, apart from others, the specific pra- 
yer made was that in order to subserve the ends of justice 
an inspection of the postal ballot-papers was essential. The 
ultimate relief claimed was that the four tampered postal 
ballot-papers which had been improperly received in favour 
of respondent No. 1 be counted in favour of respondent 
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No. 4 and he be declared elected to the Rajya Sabha whilst 
the election of Shri Raghbir Singh Gill, respondent No. 1 
be declared void. Allegations of the committing of corrupt 
practices, were also made which, however, at the final stage 
were not seriously pressed. 

A significant feature of the present case which will come 
for examination and comment at a later stage is the fact 
that neither of the two election petitioners nor respondent 
No. 1 whose electoral fortunes were seriously at stake have 
chosen to step into the witness-box. Therefore the stand 
taken by respondent No. 1 in his written statement has 
to be noticed in some detail in order to determine as lo 
what part of the election-petitioners’ case is admitted and 
what is controverted and consequently needs to be establish- 
ed. On merits para Nos. 1 to 4 of the election petition 
stand admitted except a half-hearted averment that the peti- 
tioners were not entitled to challenge the election of res- 
pondent No. 1 which was never seriously pressed in view of 
the clear statutory provisions. Para 5 of the election petition 
to the effect that respondent No. 2 Smt. Amarjit Kaur and 
respondent No. 3 Shri Sat Pal Mittal were the only official 
candidates of the Indian National Cougrcss as also the fact 
that respondent No. 4 was the official Akali candidate have 
been admitted. However, whilst admitting that respondent 
No. 1 was an independent candidate, it has been averred that 
he was supported bv various members of the Legislative As- 
sembly belonging to different parties and no particular party 
as such was supporting him. The number of votes polled 
by each candidate as given by the election petitioners and 
the factum of the ascertained quota have also been admitted 
as a matter of record. In reply to para 8 of the election 
petition Ihe primary grievance appears to be that the aver- 
ments made therein were vague and essential facts in sup- 
rport of the allegations have not been set out in this para- 
graph, However, in reply to para 9 it is admitted that the 
strength of the Congress Party in the Punjab Legislative 
Assembly at the material time was only 65 and further that 
the Congress Party had the support of the Communist Party 
of Tndia. The specific averment that the Akali Legislature 
Party consisted of 25 members or the alle- 
gation that they had the support of the Tan Sangh and 
the Communist Party (M) has not been denied. However, the 
allegation of mal-practice by the Chief Minister with regard 
to the false involvement of the Akali M.L.As, in criminal 
cases and their alleged arrests has been vehemently controvert- 
ed, In the alternative it is pleaded that respondent No. 1 had 
nothing to do with these mal-praclices. As regards para 10, 
no specific denial has been made to the election-petitioners' 
allegations that the Parliamentary Board of the Congress did 
not show much consideration to the wishes of Giani Zail 
Singh, Chief Minister in awarding the Official tickets to the 
applicants for the vacant seats in the Council of States and 
that the Chief Minister in order to make a show of strength 
and to keep up his prestige had decided to put up his own 
candidate for the third seat. It has been merely said that 
the answering respondent was not aware of these matters 
blit the clear stand taken is that he was not put up as a can- 
didate by the Chief Minister blit had laken an independent 
decision to contest on the basis of the support extended 
to him by all the parties. 

Whilst denying the election-petitioners stand that respondent 
No. 1 was a mere protege of the Chief Minister, it was, 
however, admitted that the relations of the answering res- 
pondent with Chief Minister Giani Zail Sigh were cordial 
and that he was a supporter and sympathiser of the Congress 
Party and as such helped all Congress candidates for con- 
testing elections. It is also admitted that the answering res- 
pondent had supported Giani Zail Singh when he contested 
the bye-election and the general elections held in 1970 
and 1972 respectively from the Anandpur Sahib constituency. 
It is also admitted that answering respondent No. 1 had acted 
as Political Secretary to the Chief Minister for some time and 
was also elected as the President of the District Congress 
Committee Ropar to which area he belongs and within which 
the Anandpur Sahib Assembly Constituency fulls. The fact 
of respondent No. 1 having been apoipnted and having func- 
tioned as a member of the Subordinate Services Selection Board, 
Punjab and thereafter as the Chairman of the Punjab State 
Agricultural Marketing Board is admitted. It is also ad- 
mitted that respondent No. 1 had resigned front (he post of 
i he Chairmanship of the Marketing Board for fighting the 
election ns an independent candidate, though it is sought to 
be denied that he was the Chief Minister’s candidate for 
the third seat. It has then not been denied that the post 
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of the Chairman from which respondent No. 1 had resigned 
was kept vacant till the result of the election was over. In 
reply to para 12 whilst denying any pressure being put on 
the Akali legislators, it is, however, admitted that S. Karnail 
Singh Marhari a member of the Akali legislative party had 
on the eve of the election defected from the said party and 
declared himself as an independent. It may be mentioned 
in this very context that another defection of S. Satnam Singh 
Bajwa on the eve of the election on the 23rd of March, 
1976 (at that time a prominent member of the Akali Legis- 
lative Party has also been admitted bui it is averred that 
he had done so on being impressed by the twenty point pro- 
gramme of the then Prime Minister. However, any pressure 
for securing ihe defection of Shri Bajwa is denied. In reply 
to paragraph 13, the specific allegations of arrests of 
Akali legislators On the dates given therein have not been 
controvericd but on the other hand it is averred that ihe ans- 
wering respondent had nothing to do with the alleged arrests 
or registration of the cases and further that there were no 
mala fide motive behind these arrests and registration of cases. 

It is averred that according lo the answering resopondent the 
said cases were registered and arrests made on the allega- 
tions that there had been violations of certain laws by the 
persons so arrested and that he has nothing to do with any 
of the alleged acts of the Government or the misconduct ol 
any of its functionaries. 

The allegations in para No. 15 of the election petition were 
ultimately not pressed on behalf of the election petitioners. 
Therefore the stand of rcsopendent No. 1 with regard thereto 
does not call for any notice. However, the averments in 
para 16 with regard lo the detention of seven Akali M.L.As. 
and Dr. Baldev Parkash and lone Jan Sangh legislator in 
different jails specified therein have been admitted and the 
issuance of the postal ballot-papers to them is not denied but 
It is claimed that all of them have voted according to their 
choice and free will, It is, however, denied that all the 
8 aforesaid legislators were supporting respondent No. 4 or 
that they have cast their first preference voles in his favour 
and no other preference in favour of any other candidate. 
In reply to para 17 with regard to the actual counting on 
the polling day, the presence of S. Randhir Singh Cheenia 
as the Election Agent of respondent No. 4 and others is 
admitted. However, the firm stand is that no ballot-paper 
whatsoever was either tampered with or was sub- 
jected to any overwriting nor was there any eonvesrion of 
the marking thereon as alleged on the postal ballot-papers. 
Any protest by Shri M. S. Knaira, Advocate or his associates 
is also denied. It is, however, admitted that respondent 
No. 4 secured 23 first preference votes as also the answering 
respondent and the latter won on the second count by the 
transference of second preference votes given in his favour. 

The allegations of the election-petitioners regarding (he 
connivance and conspiracy of respondent No. 1, Giant Zail 
Singh then Chief Minister of Punjab, Shri Partap Singh the 
Returning Officer and other personnel to tamper with the 
postal ballot-papers have, of course, been specifically con- 
troverted. 

The area of agreement and admission having been noticed, 
one may now proceed squarely to exumine the arena in 
Which the parties are bitterly at issue. On the pleadings the 
following issues were struck : — 

1. Whether there hus been violation of Rule 39 of the 
Conduct of Election Rules, 1961, as alleged in para 
15 of the Election Petition ? If so, has the same 
materially affetced the result of the election in so 
far as it concerns the returned candidate, respondent 
No. 1 ? 

2. Whether four ballot-papers were unaulhorisedly tam- 
pered with after the voters thereof had cast their 
first perferenee on them in favour of respondent No. 
4 ? If so, whether they were thereby converted in 
favour of respondent No. 1 by changing the 
figure 1 placed against the name of respondent No, 4 
into figure II and further placing Ihe figure T in 
favour of respondent No. 1 Tf so, what is its effect ? 

3. Whether the aforesaid four ballot-papers were im- 
properly received and counted in favour of res- 

ondeni No. I by the Returning Officer which fact 
as materially affected the result of the election in- 
sofar as respondent No. 1 is concerned. If so, what 
is its effect ? 
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4. Whelhcr the election petitioner is entitled to an ins- 

pection of all the ballot-papers cast in the election 
in the interest of justice? 

5. Whether respondent No. 1 has committed the corrupt 

practice under section 123(7) of the Representation 
of People Act by obtaining assistance from the Re- 
turning Officer of the election, who was a gazetted 
officer in the service of the Punjab Government for 
the furtherance of the prospects of his election. If 
so, what is its effect ? 

6. Whether respondent No. 4 had in fact received the 

majority of the valid votes cast in the election and 
is, therefore, entitled to be declared elected in pine® 
of respondent No. 1 under section 101 of (he Re- 
presentation of the People Act ? 

7. Relief. 

Issue No. 1 Act the very outset it may be notice that the 
learned counsel for the petitioners has not pressed issue No. 1 
and, therefore, no reference to either the allegaitons with 
regard thereto or the evidence led on the point is at all 
necessary, This issue is accordingly decided against the 
election-petitioners, 

Issue No. 4. At this very stage it deservs notice that one 
of the crucial hurdles in the way of the election petitioners 
was the determined and the stout opposition raised on behalf 
of the respondent No. 1 with regard to their claim of the 
inspection of the eight postal ballot-papers. In the present 
election petition on behalf of respondent No .1, a firm stand 
was sought to be taken that, there existed an absolute legal 
bar against the reception of uny evidence in Court regarding 
the exercise of franchise in favour of or against any candidate 
under the provisions of the Representation of the People 
Act, 1951. This matter is obviously and completely covered 
by issue No. 4 aforesaid. As is evident the substratum of the 
election petitioners’ case was that four out of the eight 
postul ballot-papers were tampered with and altered at the 
instance of respondent No. 1 in order to favour him and 
these four tampered voles were received in his favour with 
the express connivance and active manipulation of the Return- 
ing Officer himself and others. The inspection of the postal 
• ballot-papers, therefore in a way was the very bed-rock of 
the eleclion-petitioners’ case. However, in the course of the 
examination-in-chief of S. Surjit Singh Barnala P.W. 13. 
Union Minister for Agriculture, the ballot-paper cast by 
this witness was sought, to be shown to him and a prayer 
was made lhat the same (which was then in a sealed cover) 
be opened and received in evidence. Because at that stage 
Ihc matter of inspection of ballot-papers was yet in issue, 
further examination of the witness was adjourned. Later 
C.M. No. 13-F. of 1977 was also moved by the election- 
petitioners .seeking expressly in terms of the examination of 
the impugned ballot-papers and to pul them (o the concerned 
witnesses. T .earned counsel for the parties had at that very 
time agreed lhat the decision of the said application and the 
scope of issue No. 4 being eo-exlensivc the order on (hat 
application would govern both of them. Accordingly Ihc 
rather ticklish question whelhcr the priciple of the secrecy 
of ballot without exception created, a bar to the examination 
of ballot-papers by the Court as also the reception of evidence 
with regard thereto was argued at great length before me. 
Counsel for the parties seemed to agree that the matter was 
almost res inlegra without bci.ntj completely covered by any 
decision on the point. The question was finally d'snosed of by 
my exhaustive order dated the 25th October, 1977 whereby 
it was concluded that on the basis of the provisions of the 
Act itself, the rules framed thereunder and on principle and 
weight of precedent, there did- not seem to exist any absolute 
rule of secrecy for bidding the recenlion of evidence in all 
contingencies regarding the casting of a vole in an election. 
C.M. 13-E of 1977 was, therefore, allowed in the following 
terms : — 

“I would accordingly allow the application and dceei 
the inspeebon and examination of the rvisinl ballot- 
papers in the present ease. Invitab'y the witnesses 
relevant to these ballot-papers are also allowed to 
be examined with regard thereto in the in'ere-ls 
of justice". 

It deservese mention in this context that the order above- 
said was (he subject matter of C.A. No. 4723 of 1977 before 


their Lordships of the Supreme Court. However, rather curi- 
ously the answering respondent withdrew the same inter on 
1st November, 1977. 

In the light of the above, learned counsel for the panics 
are agreed that issue No. 4 stands fully covered by the order 
dated the 25th of October, 1977. For the reasons recorded 
therein, I decide issue No, 4 in favour of the election-petitioners 
and against respondent No, J. 

Issues Nos. 2 & 3. Issues Nos. 2 and 3 arc so obviously 
and iuextricably Inter-linked lhat these must inevitably be dis- 
cussed together. Indeed the learned counsel for the parlies 
addressed common arguments Jointly with regard to both iticse 

issues, 

In support of their case, the learned counsel for the 
petitioners examined 17 witnesses in all. P.W. 1 Shri S, K. 
Mehndiratta, an Assistant in the Election Commissioner's olfiee 
proved the applicalton Exhibit P.W. 1/1 presented by Shri 
Randhir Singh Cheema before the Election Commission and 
the order Exhibit P.W. 1/2 passed thereon. P.W. 2 Shri 
M. S. Khaira, on Advocate of some standing in this High 
Court deposed that he was the polling agent and the count- 
ing agent of respondent No. 4 in the biennial election to 
the Rajya Sabha. The relevant part of his testimony is 
lhat he first noticed that out of the eight envelopes postal 
ballot-papers the wax-seals on six of them were not deci- 
pherable at all and were nol those of the Superintendent; of 
Jails concerned. He then noticed that out of Ihc tour 
disputed postal ballot-papers which were being counted in 
favour of Shri R. S. Gill, respondent No. 1 thice, which were 
marked wilh blue ink, wcj'e heavily overwritten and especially 
so as regards the marking for the second preference. He 
deposed that he could easily delect this because the writing 
material used for marking preferences by persons voting at 
the polling booth was In red colour. Further as regards the 
fourth ballot paper which was marked with a red ball-point 
the second preference marking showed a difference in colour 
of the two lines and was distinguishable from the other throe 
which were marked in ihc Roman whilst (his contained two 
parallel lines. He deposed lhat on the basis of all his ovser- 
vations he felt convinced that the four postal ballot-papers had 
been clearly tampered with agaist S. G. S. Tohrn and in favour 
of respondent No, 1. 

P.W. 3 Giani Ajmer Singh, Secretary of the Shiromani Akaii 
Dal Amritsar deposed that he had been the Secretary of Ihe 
Dal for the last 23 years. At the lime of the biennial election 
in 1976, seven or eight of the Akaii legislators of the Punjab 
Vidhan Subha were in jail and the party had issued a categori- 
cal whip to the aforesaid legislators and to others that they 
must east their sole first preference votes in favour of their 
official Akaii candidate S. G- S. Tohrn and no other. He 
deposed regarding the credentials and longstanding loyalties 
to the Akaii Party of S. Parkash Singh Badal, S. laswinder 
•Singh Brnr, S. Jaydev Singh Talwandi and S. Surjit Singh 
Barnala for well-nigh two decades or more. He also deposed 
that at that time the Akaii Dal had the unstinted support 
of Dr. Baldev Parkash the lone Jan Sangh M.L.A. who was 
elected from Amritsar in a bye-election with the support of 
the Akaii Dal. P.W. 4 Shri J. M. Kaush, Deputy Superin- 
tendent of the Punjab Vidhan Subha produced Ihc relevant 
election records. P.Ws. 5 to 10 are officials of the various 
District Jails where the legislators were confined during the 
relevant time and gave evidence with regard to the easting of 
the votes by the detenus. P.Ws. 11 and 12 are officials of 
the Post Office who were summoned to give evideee with 
regard to the posting and registration of the postal ballot- 
papers, 

There is then a galaxy of four witnesses who undoubtedly 
hold prominent position in the political field both at the 
State and at the national level. They are P.W. 13 S. Surjit 
Singh Barnala, Union Cabinet Minister for the Agriculture 
and Irrigation, P.W. 14 S. Jngdev Singh Talwandi. Membtt 
of Parliament and President of the Shiromani Akaii Dal. P.W. 
15 S. Jaswinder Singh Brar, Cabinet Minister, for Co-operation 
in the Punjab State and S. Parkash Singh Badal, Chief Minister 
of Punjab. A detailed reference and appraisal as also analysis 
of their evidence is inevitable and will follow at a later s'agc 
and it suffices here to mention that all th: four of them 
have unreservedly supported (lie case of the election-pelilioucrs. 

There is (hen the evidence of. Diwnn K. 3. Puri P-W. 17 
Handwriting and Finger Print Expert, Patiala who after an 
expert examination of the four disputed ballot-papers had 
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given b categoric opinion that all the tom ha\c been tam- 
pered with and lhe first pj cl'cilm c uuukcd in favour ol 
S. C.i- S. lohra has been converted into a second preference 
and with the same writing instrument and writing material a 
firs; preference has been added against Lhe name of respon- 
dent No. 1 in each of them. 

In rebuttal R.W. 1 Sliri Parlup Singh, Secretary Punjab 
Vidhan Sabhlt, Chandigarh and the Returning Oftieer in the 
election as also R.W. 5 Shri Dharam Singh Ojla, Personal 
Assistant to him, have stepped into Ihe witness-box, R.W. 2 
Shri Karnail Singh Marhori was called to the stand primarily 
to rebut the allegation that he had shown his ballot-paper 
after marking the same and before easting it in the ballot- 
box which is now of no great relevance as this issue has 
not been pressed. R.W. 3 MaslerJagir Singh was put into 
the witness-box apparently to show the previous long 
standing groupism in the Akali Party. Lastly, R.W. 4 
Mrs. R. K. Vijh, hand-writing expert, whilst admitting that 
there was overwriting etc. in three of the postal ballot papers 
with different, pen and ink yet opined that the same had 
been done in the natural form by the original hand. She 
opined that there was overwriting in one of the postal ballot 
papers, Exhibit P.W. 16/A. 

Before one comes to a close examination and analysis of 
the evidence aforesaid, it is indeed right to notice certain 
broad features of the ease in the light of which this evidence 
can be meaningfully construed. However, even prior to this, 
an admitted aspect of the case may first be highlighted. 

Tn pursuance of the exhaustive order dated the 25th Octo- 
ber, 1977. allowing the inspection of ballot papers, the same 
was duly conducted in open Court in presence of the learn- 
ed counsel for the parties. The 8 postal ballot papers in the 
case, which were earlier separately seared by Mr. J. M. 
Kaush, Deputy Superintendent, Punjab Vidhan Sabha Secre- 
tariat, Chandigarh, were opened in Court and an examination 
thereof revealed that in 4 of the said ballot papers, only a 
single first preference murk had been made against the name 
of Shri Gurcharan Singh Tohru, respondent No. 4, and this 
had been done in ordinary international numerals. Tn the. 
remaining 4, the first preference mark hud been made in 
favour of the returned candidate Shri Raghbir Singh Gill and 
anolher second preference mark was shown against the name 
of Shri Gurcharan Singh Tohra and all these markings were 
in Roman numerals in eonlra-distinction to the other 4 
postal ballot papers. These 4 are the crucial disputed 
ballot papers and 3 of them were marked in blue whilst the 
other one was marked in red ink. After removing the small 
black chits for concealing the numbers of the postal ballot 
papers and their counter-fifes, it was established that the 
4 disputed ballot papers bore the numbers 111, 114, 115 and 
116. With reference to the admitted record including the 
marked copy of the. electoral role, it was admittedly establish- 
ed that the balfot paper bearing No. Ill was issued in favour 
of Shri Jagdev Singh Talwandi. Similarly, it was establish- 
ed that the ballot paper bearing No, 114 was issued to 
Sardar Jaswinder Singh Brar, ballot paper bearing No. 115 
was issued to Sardar Surjit Singh Barnafa and ballot paper 
No. 116 was issued in favour of Sardar Parkash Singh BadaJ, 
These proceedings were recorded in the detailed order dated 
October 31, 1977 and no objections whatsoever were raised 
by counsel for either of the parties to the aforesaid inspec- 
tion and examination of the ballot papers and lhe relevant 
records. Throughout the present case, therefore, the admitt- 
ed stand is that the 4 disputed postal ballot papers were 
issued as under : 


(i) Exhibit p. W. 13/1 

(ii) Exhibit P.W. 14/1 

(ii i) Exhiff t P, W. 1 5/1 


(iv) Exh/lyt PW 1 6/A 


Serial No. 1 15 


Serial No. Ill 


Serial No.ll4 


Serial No. 116 


P.W. 1 3, 

Shri Surjit 
Singh Barnala 
P.W/ [4. 
S.Jagdov Singh 
Talwandi. 
P.W. 15, 

S. Jaswinder 
Sing! Brar 
P.W. 16 

Sardar Parkash 
Singh Badal, 


J may reiterate that the whole case in Court has been con- 
ducted and argued on the aforesaid admitted premises. 

Once that is so, it is manifest that under issues Nos. 2 and 
3, the crucial and indeed the. sole question that arises for 
determination is this — whether the aforesaid P.Ws., S. Surjit 
Singh Barnala, S. Jagdev Singh Talwandi, S. Jaswinder Singh 
Brar and S. Parkash Singh Badal had exercised a solitary 
single preference vote in favour of respondent No. 4, Gur- 
charan Singh Tohra, as deposed to on oath by them. Or 
whether all the aforesaid 4 persons in a cross-betrayal of 
their party and colleague had vacillatingly put their first 
preference in favour of respondent No. I and a second pre- 
ference in favour of Shri Gurcharan Singh Tohra and whilst 
doing so, each had over-written and altered the postal ballot 
papers entrusted to him for marking. This is so because 
now it is the admitted stand on behalf of the returned candi- 
date that the 4 postal ballot papers aforesaid undoubtedly 
have been altered and over-written but the case 1'aid is that 
this has been so done by the original authors thereof them- 
selves. 

The broad spectrum against which the alleged high drama 
of tampering and forging the postal ballot papers in this 
case has been played, first deserves pointed notice. The 
larger canvass of this background does not seem to be in 
doubt, The internal emergency was proclaimed by lhe 
President on the 25th of June, 1975 on the advice of the 
former Prime Minister Smt. Indira Gandhi heading the 
Congress Government at the Centre/ The A kali Party 
was at the relevant time in opposition against the congress 
Ministry in the Punjab. The Akali Party in the Punjab 
as one of the allies of the major opposition parties in the 
country forthwith determined to launch a crusade against 
the proclaimation of the emergency. It is not in serious dis- 
pute that following virtually a unanimous decision, a protract- 
ed civij disobedience movement styled as a ‘Morcha’ was 
launched by the party on the 91h of July, 1975. In Iradi- 
tional style, five front-rank leaders of the Akali party form- 
ing the vanguard of its leadership and headed by Sardar 
Parkash Singh Badar, a former and the present Chief Minis- 
ter of Punjab and consisting of Sardar Jagdev Singh Tal- 
wandi (P.W. 14), Sardar Gurcharan Singh Tohra (respon- 
dent No. 4), Sardar Atma Singh and Sardar Basant Singh 
KJialsa, emerged from the privileged precincts of the Golden 
Temple in Amritsar and courted arrest. It is the unchalleng- 
ed claim of the election-petitioners that subsequently as many 
as 45,000 volunteers of the Akali Party in a determined and 
protracted struggle offered ihcmsclves for arrest in a non- 
violent Satyagrah. Three of the aforesaid Akali leaders, 
namely, S. Parkash Singh, Badal, -S, Jagdev Singh Talwandi 
and S. Gurcharan Singh Tohra, remained in continuous in- 
carceration till the relaxation of the emergency 19 months 
after its imposition on the declaration and the calling of 
General Elections in January, 1977, JEW, 14, Sardar Jas- 
winder Singh Brar, foll'owed soon after and offered himself 
for arrest on the 1 5th July, 1975, and remained in prison 
till the lifting of the emergency. Sardar Surjit Singh 
Barnala, now a Minister in the Central Cabinet, and, at the 
relevant time, one of the General Secretaries of the Akal'i 
Dal, apparently remained behind to guide the satyagrah 
movement from within the precincts of the Golden Temple 
in Amritsar till 25lh October, 1975, whereafter he was al'so 
arrested and remained in incarceration. Jt perhaps deserves 
reiteration that from 1972 onwards, the Congress Ministry 
headed by Chief Minister Giani Zail Singh had remained 
continuously in power in the Punjab. Nor is it in doubt 
that the gjrest and the incarceration of the aforesaid persons 
along with other leaders and followers of the Akali Party 
was under the orders and the policy of the existing Congress 
Governments both at lhe Centre and in the State. 

Came March 1976 when the internal emergency was at 
its zenith and appeared as yet to be unending, when the 
biennial election from the Punjab Vidhan Sabha for the 
Rajya Sabha became due. There were in all 3 seats vacant 
from the Constituency and admittedly the break-up of the 
members, according to the party affiliation in a House of .102 
members, was ns follows : — 

1. Congress Parly 65 members 

2, Communist Parly 

of India 10 ,, 
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3. Akali Legislatu- 
re Party 25 member 

4. Jan Sangh 1 „ 

5. Communist Parly 

(Marxist) 1 „ 

Total: 102 members 

The ascertained quota was 25.51 votes and it was, there- 
fore, evident that on the party affiliation, the Congress legis- 
lature Party even with the support of the Communist Party 
of India could only win 2 out of the 3 seats and in recog- 
nition of this hard reality, the Congress Parliamentary Board 
set up only 2 official candidates of its party, namely, 
Smt, Amarjit Kaur and Satpal Mittal respondents Nos. 2 and 
3 respectively. On the same premises, the Akali Legislature 
Party on the basis of its numerical strength and of the assured 
support of the lone Jan Sangh and Communist Party (Marxits) 
members was equally sure of one seat if the aforesaid mem- 
bers voted in accordance with the Party mandate. It deserves 
recalling that Shri Gurcharan Singh Tohra (respondent No. 4) 
was the ione Akali Legislator representing his Party in the 
Rajya Sabha at that time. It does not seem to be a matter 
of serious challenge that in accordance with the Party Policy, 
he being the sitting member was given the official Akali 
ticket and there is overwhelming evidence that an unreserved 
mandate was issued to all the Akali Legislators to cast a 
single preference vote in his favour in order to ensure his 
election to and continued representation of the party in the 
Rajya Sabha. The Akali Party as such and Its leadership 
in particular were consequently deeply interested in the re- 
tention of the seat and the election of Sardar Gurcharan 
Singh Tohra to the Rajya Sabha. 

On the pleadings itself, this at least is not in dispute that 
on the eve of this very election, two of the Akali I.egislar 
tors, namely, Sardar Karnail Singh Marhari and Sardar 
Satnam Singh Bajwa, defected from the Party at that crucial 
moment. The fact of the registration of cases against other 
Akali Legislators and their detention at or near the eve 
of the election is again a matter admitted on the Tecord 
though, inevitably, respondent No. 1 has denied any personal 
hand therein or any ulterior motive for the arrest of these 
legislators or the registration of the cases against them. Be 
that as it may, it is evident on the record that in the existing 
political climate, there was the keenest contest and struggle 
on the part of the Akali Party to retain its solitary seat in 
the Rajya Sabha and perhaps an equally forceful attempt 
on the part of the Congress Chief Minister to dislodge it 
therefrom. 

Now it is equally undeniable that P. Ws. S. Parkash 
Singh Badal, S, Surjit Singh Barnala, S. Jagdev Singh Tul- 
wandi and S. Jaswinder Singh Brar, as also S. Gurcharan 
Singh Tohra (respondent No, 4) at the material time and 
both prior thereto and subsequently thereafter constituted 
the cream and vanguard of the Akali Party. Equally it is not 
ir doubt that in March, 1976 the whole of the party was 
locked in a life and death political struggle against the parly 
in power. From July 1975 or soon thereafter, the aforesaid 
persons had been in custody and continuously detained and by 
March, 1976 the continuation of the emergency seemed un- 
ending as also the incarceration of these persons in prison. 
That these persons would stand deeply embittered both per- 
sonally and politically against the froces arrayed against them 
is a matter which could nofl even be denied by the learned 
counsel for respondent No. 1. But what further deserves 
notice in this case is the fact that all the four authors of 
these positial ballot papers were at the material time confined 
in different jails at far-flung places and there is nothing what- 
soever on the record to show nor is it suggested that they had 
thc_ least opportunity of open and common political communi- 
cation or to consult and act in concert. Tt Is common case 
that all the material time Sardar Parkash Singh Badal was 
confined in the Tihar Central Jail at Delhi; Sardar Surjit Singh 
Barnala was incarcerated in the District Jail at Jullundur; 
Sardar Jagdev Singh Talwandi and Sardar Jswinder Singh 
Brar were confined in Cental Tail, Patiala, whilst Sardar 
Gurcharan Singh Tohra wag also imprisoned. 

Relying on the host of the abovesaid factors, Mr. S, S. Bedi 
learned counsel for tho election-petitioners, has been forcefully 
able to contend that the case set up on behalf of respondent 


No. 1 that the aforesaid four Akali leaders had chosen to 
cast their firs)’ preference in his favour is inherently improb- 
able, if not totally impossible. It was submitted that to suggest 
that in March, 1976 (when both the personal and political 
animosities of these four persons against the party in power 
were at a fever pitch) they would commit political lumi kiri 
by betraying the party to which they were wedded, or to stab in 
the back the lone official Parly candidate Sardar Gurcharan 
Singh Tohra who represented the Akalis in the Rajya Sabha, 
and in the bargain to boost Ihe prestige of the Congress Chief 
Minister, who had detained them for an unspecified period 
which hung over them like a sword of damocles, appears to 
border manifestly on the absurd. On the larger prospect, 
there is obvious merit in the aforesaid contention. Tt must 
be held that, in the ordinary and normal course of events, 
all the four aforesaid witnesses must inevitably have voted in 
accordance with the dictates of their Party unless there were 
grave and adequate reasons to fhke a contrary course, which 
have not even been remotely suggested, far from being es- 
tablished. On the other hand, it is established that Mr. Gnr- 
charan Singh Tohra, apart from being a known leader and 
doyen of the Akali Party, had courtfcd arrest along with 
Sardar Parkash Singh Badal, and Sardar Jagdev Singh Tal- 
wundi in the first Jetha on the 9th of July, 1976. At that 
stage and thereafter, there was neither any reason nor any 
ground for suggesting even a grain of discord betwixt S. G. S. 
Tohra on one side and S. Parkash Singh Badal, S. Surjit 
Singh Barnala, S. Jagdev Singh Talwandi and S. JnswJnder 
Singh Brar the four Akali legislators on the other. Thciefore 
ihe suggestion that all the aforesaid four prestigious AkaJi 
leaders had in preference to their own party candidate and 
colleague S. G. S. Tohra cast their first preferences for ts- 
pondent No. 1 on the face of it is totally against the normal 
course of events, to put it mildly. Indeed the core of ihe 
respondentfs case that all these four persons whilst confined 
at different places had on their own coincidently chosen to 
betray their party and their convictions as also their rusted 
colleague and official nominee of the pary In faovur of res- 
pondent No. 1 who was a man totally obscure and unknown to 
them and obviously represented their inveterate political op- 
ponents must necessarily be held as patently implausible, if 
not 1 utterly untenable. 


Now the credentials and the status of respondent No. I 
for joining the fray of a closed and privileged legislature 
constituency of the Rajya Sabha is in itself a significant aspect: 
of the case. On (he admitted pleadings, it is the stand that 
Shri Raghbir Singh Gill, respondent! No. 1 has been consis- 
tently in the fold of the Congress party from the very 
beginning. His long and close association with the then Chief 
Minister Giani Zail Singh is also not in any doubt. The cor- 
diality of llhis relationship has bean in terms, admitted by res- 
pondent No. 1 in para eleven of the written statement. Res- 


1.H.JJ-LL1VJJL i"Ui »■ uvivup» vw wv uieiMVt «Jtl. 1U W111W1 

(alls the Anandpur Sahib constituency of the Punjab Vidhan 
Sabha. It is admitted that in 1971 a prestigious bye-election 
from this constituency took place to the Punjab Vidhan 
Sabha in which Giani Zail Singh was the successful Congress 
candidate. Respondent No. 1 in that campaign admittedly .gave 
unstinted support to the former Chief Minister. Then follow- 
ed he general elections of 1972 and Giani Zail Singh again 
contested fi om the aforesaid Anandpur Sahib constituency 
and was again the recipient of enthusiastic support from res- 
pondent No. 1, It is again admitted that respondent No, 1 was 
later made tlhe President of the District Congress Committee 
ot Ropar and the case of the election petitioners that this was 
in reward for his services is obviously plausible. The close 
links between the two are then evident from the admitted nosi- 
2' esp ° nde " t No. I was appointed and served to the 
Political Secretary to Giani Zail Singh whilst! he was the Chief 
Minister for a considerable time. That thereafter he moved 
to the lealm of higher patronage is again not denied. He was 
apnomted a member of the Punjab Subordinate Services 
Selection Board and it cannol be gain said that the nppoint- 

oTl ri'?? 1 ^ C,e mi ,y lvilhin t(hc P° wcr »«'> patronage 
of the Chief Executive. Thereafter hardly a little more than 

a year prior to the present election, respondent No I was 

BS Board TK™h °h the - P “ jnb Sta,e Agricultural 
fton B ■ Thls hfls bcen ri fe' ht, y alleged by the elec- 

p t - / icri as . H mo , re Prestigious and lucrative post That 

again Wilhin thc P°^r and 'patronage of 
trie Chief Executive seems to be equally patent 'rt>» -a 
canthing, however, is that! only a 'day 
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for filing the nomination of papers, that is, on the 9th of 
March, 1976, respondent -No. L resigned from the. said office 
and forthwith put m his papers as an independent candidate 
for this election, it is not denied that the office of the Chair- 
man of the Punjab State Agricultural Marketing Board was 
kept vacant and open for him if his decision to contest was to 
end in his dis-comfiturc, Even leaving out the four disputed 
ballot-papers, respondent No. 1 did secure 19 first preference 
votes and a number of second preference votes of the value of 
4.51. The host of the aforesaid admitted factors lend total 
plausibility to the election-petitioners’ case that respondent 
No. 1 was a close confident, of the Chief Minister Giani Zai! 
Singh and in any case was the Chief Minister’s sponsored 
candidate for the third scat from the Assembly constituency, 
the Congress Party having set up only two official candidates 
on the basis of its existing party affiliation. 


Even a rudimentary knowledge of the political process 
would reveal tihat candidate do not and in fact cannot rush 
into a closed circuit Vidhan Sabha constituency without a 
modicum of political and party support, The earlier break- 
up of the Party affiliation in the Punjab Vidhan Sabha, which 
stands admitted on behalf of respondent No. 1 has signi- 
ficantly shown that in fact at the material time there was not 
a single independent member in the Legislature. 

Therefore, any independent! candidate without the clear 
support of one or the other of the parties could not have a 
ghost of the chance to be elected. The emergency at that time 
was all its zenilh and the political battle lines were sharply 
drawn. It is not in dispute that the Congress and the com- 
munist Party of India at that time were working in a close 
alliance and both of them commanded the allegiance of 75 
members (Congress 65; C.P.l. 10) in all. The Communist 
Party of India admittedly had set up no candidate of its own. 
Out of this membership at least 55 to 56 members were 
clearly committed or certain to support the two official 
Congress Party candidates, namely, Sint. Amarjit Kaur and 
Shri Sat Pal Mittal, respondent Nos. 2 and 3, the ascertained 
quota in the election being 25.51 votes, Even tihe result makes 
it evident that both these iwo official Congress candidates had 
actually received 56 votes in all. That would have left round 
about 19 members of this alliance to spare for supporting anv 
other candidates sponsored by the group. Significant in this 
context is the fact that respondent No. 1 did in fact poll 19 
first preference votes out of those cast in person by the 
members at the Vidhan Sabha polling station, It was, there- 
fore, plausibly argued that the result of the contest was bound 
to turn on the 8 postal ballot papers allotted to the detained 
legislators. Consequently the pressure and the attempt to 
tamper whh them. On the other hand, the rest of the 
Assembly membership was clearly ranged on the other side 
against the Congress Party and consisted of the Akali legisla- 
ut l d I* 10 - ,:ln Sangh and Communist Party of India 

&, S I!' s “ ch a situation, it is obvious that the 

tn rd candidate with the least possible chance of success must 

commit p HV f h ? d T !, he .support of the Congress and the 
Communist Party of India in so far as these parties alone, could 
spare some legislators after ensuring the success of the two 

rt!l 1 f Cl rLix O a 8r0 * SS xT Cai , ldl 2 la ! cs ' Tt , descrves highlighting also 
hat respondent No. 1 had never in his political earner even 
been a legislator at any stage far from representing the 
legislators in the Rajya Sabha. Speaking politically he was 
clearly a man of obscure origin and P. Ws, 13 to 17 arc 
virtually unanimous and firm and it appears rightly so in 
their assertion that they had not even heard his name as a 
political figure. On (he admitted facts and the larcer pros- 
pect, therefore, the conclusion seems to be inescapable that 
respondent No. 1. if not wholly the protege of Giani Zail 
Singh, the then Chief Minister, was certainly hand-picked 
by him and the ruling Congress Party for winning the 
•thud seat and dislodging the Akali representative from the 
Punjab Assembly constituency, 


In sharp contrast to the political credentials of respondent 
xi \ “tl th ? sc of Sardar Gurcharan Singh Thora, respondent 
Np_4. That he, was a doven of Akali Party, whose association 
with the same was hoary with age, does not seem to be in 
much dispute. At the relevant time he was the President of 
the Shiromani Cuirdwara Parbandbak Committee and was also 
a member of the executive of the Shiromani Akali Dal That 
he has been a leading light of the Akali party, both" prior 
to the said time and thereafter, stands admitted even on 
404 GI/78— 2 


behalf of respondent No. 1 from the tenor of the cross- 
examination directed against the witnesses. Again at the 
material time he was the only sitting member of the Akali 
Party in the Rajya Sabha who had completed his term of 
six years. Whether in accordance with an earlier convention 
or otherwise it is not in dispute that he was re-nomlnated as 
the official candidate of the party for the scut and there does 
not even appear to be a hint of a suggestion that any con- 
troversy whatever was raised in the Akali Party circles with 
regard to his candidature. On the other hand, there is no 
challenge to the consistent stand of the witnesses as also in 
the pleadings that an unreserved mandate was officially issue 
on behalf of the Akali Party to all the Akali legislatures to 
vote for him without exception. In fact, it has been stated 
that the Akali legislators were directed to cast their sole first 
preference vote for him and not any second preferences 
whatsoever as they had no connection or soft-corner for either 
of the three candidates — two of whom were the official Con- 
gress candidates— and the third was obviously inspired by the 
same ruling party. There is no evidence worth the name to 
suggest even the remotest personal animosity or hostility 
between S. G. S, Tohra, on one side, and four voters whose 
allegiance 'to him is sought to be put in doubt on the other. 
In fact, the vvholc tenor of evidence would show that he was 
one of their trusted colleagues. It is established that 
S. G. S. Tohra was one of the live Akali leaders to launch 
the Satyagraha Movement against the emergency by courting 
arrest on the 9th of July, 1975. It is not in doubt that in 
that Jatha P. W. 16 S. Parkash Singh Badal and P. W. 14 
S. Jagdev Singh Talwandi were his comrades. Having re- 
mained in continuous incarceration thereafter there is nothing 
to suggest that subsequently there was any cause for the four 
Akali leaders to sabotage the election process of their party 
in general or the candidature of S. G. S. Tohra in particular. 
On the admitted facts it seems to be obvious as to where the 
allegiance of these four akali leaders (whose postal ballot- 
papers are in issue) would lie in a context wherein their col- 
league S. G. S. Tohra, respondent No. 4 was ranged against 
an obscure candidate like S. Raghbir Singh Gill, respondent 
No. 1 who was not even known to them. It deserves bight- 
lighting that the only two other candidates in the fray were the 
declared official Congress nominees. 

Having noticed these fundamental factors against which 
the evidence in the present case has to be appraised, one 
might now well turn one’s attention thereto. This falls into 
three clear categories : — 

1. Direct oral testimony, 

2. Expert evidence, and 

3. Admitted or proved circumstantial factors. 

Direct or Oral Testimony. — Pride of place must be given 
to the direct oral testimony on the point which stems from 
witnesses of status and integrity and each one of these four 
merits individual and detailed attention. For convenience, 
this may well be appraised in the sequence in which they were 
called to the witness-box. 

(1) P. W. 13, S. Surjit Singh Barllflla.- — First in this context 
is P. W. 13 Surjit Singh Barnala, Central Cabinet Minister 
for Agriculture and Irrigation. He deposed that consistently 
for the last 25 years he had been associated with the Akali 
Party and had been its General Secretary for a period of 
nearly four years and was holding the, same office at the time 
when the present election took place. He had been an Akali 
member of the Punjab Legislative Assembly for nearly a de- 
cade and bad thus numerous occasions to vote for elections to 
the Rajya Sabha from the Constituency. Earlier he has been 
the Cabinet Minister for Education in the two previous Akali 
Ministries headed by S. Gurnam Singh and S. Parkash 
Singh Badal in the Punjab. 

The witness stated that apart from the earlier arrests, he 
was finally detained under MTSA on the 28th of December, 
1975 and remained so confined till the 19th of Februaiy, 
1977. According to him S. G. S, Tohra was the only candi- 
date put up by the Akali Party being a sitting member of the 
Parliament as it was decided at the time that the persons hold- 
ing the Parliamentary seats should contest the same. He 
deposed that at the material time he had not even known 
Raghbir Singh Gill, respondent No, 1, and in fact met him 
for the first time in the Rajva Sabha when he was later elected 
to the Lok Sabha in March 1977. He was then confined in 
the District Jail, Jullundur. He accordingly received a 
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postal ballot-paper there. He deposed that after taking the 
aforesaid ballot-paper from the Superintendent Jail ; lullundur 
he took it to his cell and then marked it and put it in the en- 
velop provided for that purpose and thereafter put it in 
a second envelope and presented the same to the Superin- 
tendent of Jail who sealed the same in his presence and tor- 
warded it for onward transmission. 

He was categoric that he had cast only one preference vote 
thereon and not any second preference vote in favour of any 
other candidate and that his solitary preference vote was 
in favour of S. G. S. Tohra. Specifically his evidence with 
regard to his marking the ballot-paper deserves notice in 
extenso : — - 

“1 have examined the ballot-paper bearing No. 113 
(Ex. P. W. 14/1). Wnen T had marked this 
ballot-paper, 1 had only drawn a straight line against 
the column containing the name of Shri Gurcharan 
Singh. I had done the marking only by drawing a 
straight line and not in the Roman figure. On exa- 
mination of the ballot-paper now 1 find that this first 
preference of mine has been converted into a second 
preference in the Roman figures. There has been 
a frlither addition in this ballot-paper by marking 
the Roman figure T against the name of S, Raghbir 
Singh, the returned candidate. I had made no such 
marking or first preference in his favour. 

Note. — The witness points out that an examination of the 
reverse side of the postal ballot-paper is even more 
clearly indicative of the tampering done with it. 

When T had marked this ballot-paper, T had placed my 
first preference mark vertically against the column of 
S, Gurcharan Singh.” 

The clear, forthright and categoric evidence of S. 
Surjit Singh Barnala in his examination-in-chief has been only 
peripherally assailed on the fringes. The witness was mainly 
cross-examined with regard to the existence of group ism 
in the Akali Party more than a decade earlier in 1967-6H 
when the Akali Ministry led by late Justice Gurnnm Singh 
fell and was subsequently followed by the Ministries headed 
by S. Lachman Singh Gill and S, Parkash Singh Badal. Even 
at that P. 41 stage any discord sought to be suggested bet- 
ween S. Parkash Singh Badal and S, G. S. Tohra was stoutly 
denied by this witness. He was categoric that there was no 
clear cut divisive faction in the Akali Party or its legislature 
party at that time, In fact he pointed out that in the earlier 
Ministry headed by S. Parkash Singh Badal P. W. 16, 
S. Jagdcv Singh Talwandi P. W. 14 was a Minister for Trans- 
port and this Government was also formed with the help 
of the Jan Sangh Party and even earlier the said party had 
supported the Akali Ministry. As already notice, the burden 
of the cross-examination directed against the wit- 
ness pertained to the years 1967 to 1970 nearly 8 to 
10 years prior to the election in dispute. What dese- 
rves notice in this context is the fact that 
in any case after the fall of the first Akali Ministry headed 
by S. Prakash Singh Badal in June, 1971 (when he as the 
Chief Minister advised the dissolution of the Vidhan Sabha 
to the Governor) the Akali Party had been continuously and 
consistently in opposition to the Congress Party in the State 
of Punjab. Tn any case from February, 1972 Giani Zail 
Singh had continuously headed the Congress Ministry in the 
Punjab and from the period preceding the emergency and its 
declaration on the 25th of June, 1975 a sea change came 
into being in the political climate wherein the Congress and 
the Akali Party were bitterly ranged against each other. 

S. Surjit Singh Barnala categorically repelled any sugges- 
tion that S. G. S. Tohra was in any way a factional leader 
within the party and on the other hand was categoric that 
in fact he hud 1 always been a cementing force in the Akali 
politics. Similarly, he forthrightly controverted any sugges- 
tion that P. W, 15 S, Jaswinder Singh Brar ever had 
any leanings towards Giani Jail Singh the then Chief 
Minister. The witness contemptuously renelled anv 
Innuendo that even now he and S. Parkash Singh Badal 
were operating as a group against S. G. S. Tohra within 
the __ Akali Party. In fact he pointedly brought out that 
S. G. S. Tohra had been primarily instrumental in first taking 


S. Parkash Singh Badal to the Centre and getting him induc- 
ted in the Central Cabinet in March-April, 1977 and sub- 
seqeuntly in recalling him back again as the leader of the 
-Party in the Punjab to head the Akali — Jantn Coalition in 
Line, 1977. 

In the end the witness indignantly characterised as ridicu- 
lous any suggestion that he of all persons would have given 
his first preference vote to anybody else than the Akali 
candidate S. G. S. Tohra and stated that in fact this could 
neither be believed nor imagined. He deposed that he had 
always felt himself bound and committed to the discipline of 
the Akali Party to which he had belonged continuously with- 
out exception. To a Court question he stated that he had 
never been even approached for from being canvassed tp 
vote for Shri Raghbir Singh Gill, whilst he was in custody 
and in the cross-examination on behalf of the witness stated 
that he had not known Shri Raghbir Singh Gill and had not 
even heard of him as a political figure at the time of election. 

The case on behalf of respondent No. 1 was conducted 
by Shri Anand Swaroop Mittal, a counsel of eminence and 
particularly so in the field of Election Law. Significantly 
it was not even specifically put to his witness that what 
he has stated in examination in Chief with regard to casting 
his solitary first preference vote in favour of S. G. S. 
Tohra was wrong. Not evan a suggestion was made that he 
instead had cast a second preference in favour of S. G, S. 
Tohra whilst putting his first preference in favour of respon- 
dent No. 1. The witness was categoric that the only first 
preference vote cast by him was by marking the figure one 
in ordinary international numerals and it was not even sug- 
gested to him that in facl he had used Roman figures for 
doing so, The whole case of respondent No. 1 is now res- 
ted on the basis that the original authors of the postal ballot- 
papers had themselves made the alterations and the over- 
writings therein with their own hand. Not even a hint of 
suggestion of this nature was put to this witness. Indeed it 
appears that the core of the witness’s evidence regarding his 
marking of the ballot-papers the position was hardly put 
under challenge. 

The overall appraisal of the testimony of S. Surjit Singh 
Barnala leaves one no option but to hold that tho same des- 
erves unreserved acceptance and there is perhaps no choice 
but to place implicit reliance thereon. 


P.W. 14 S. Jngdev Singh Talwandi is the unani- 
mously elected President of the Akali Dal. He swore to his 
unstinted allegiance to the Akali Party only from his birth 
but even almost by an inheritance by staling that even his 
father belonged to the same. His testimony that he became 
member of the Working Committee of the Akali Dal in I960 
and later the senior Vice President of the Dal is not a sub- 
ject-matter of dispute. He was first elected to the Punjab 
Vidhan Sabha on the Akali Dal ticket in 1967 and was then 
the leader of the Akali Legislature party. Tn the mid-term 
General Elections of 1969 he was again re-elected to the Pun- 
jab Sabha on the Akali ticket. In the Akali Ministry which 
was formed thereafter, he was the Minister for development 
and other Departments and in the 1972 General Elections 
he was again elected on the Akali ticket to the Assembly. 
Subsequently in the Parliamentary Elections of 1977 he was 
elected to the l.ok Sabha on the Akali ticket. On the very 
imposition of the emergency, he courted arrest, with the first 
jatha on the 9th of July, 1975, and remained continuously 
in incarceration till the lifting of the emergency in January, 
1977. At the material time, he was confined in the Central 
Jail, Patiala, where he received the postal ballot paper and 
he categorically stated that he marked a single preference 
vote thereon in favour of S. Gurcharan Singh Tohra who was 
the official Akali candidate for the seat and he did not 
mark any other preference on the said postal ballot paper 
as he did not hav e the least interest in any candidate other 
than the official Akali candidate. In fact he deposed that he 
bad not even known S. Raghbir Singh Gill, respondent No. 1, 
and had not even heard his name at the time and that he 
met him for the first time in 1977 wheD he became a Mem- 
ber of Parliament. He was categoric that the mandate of 
the Akali High Command to unreservedly cast a single 
preference vote in favour of the official Akali candidats 
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S. Gurcharan Singh Tohra was conveyed to him, amongst 
others, bv G unnit Singh and S. Kirpal Singh Chakshei- 
walu. On the point of (ampering of his postal ballot paper, 
Exhibit P. W, 14/1, he had this to say : — 

“1 have seen the ballot paper bearing serial No. lit 
which is now marked as Exhibit PW 14/1. Ibis 
ballot paper is certainly not in the same condition 
as it was when 1 had marked my vote thereon. I 
had in fact placed a vertical figure one against the 
column of S. G. S, Tohra. However this has been 
now converted into a second preference in the 
Roman figure. This ballot paper further bears a 
first preference in the column opposite to that ol 
S Raghbir Singh Gill. 1 had cast no such first 
preference and this has obviously been interpolated 
subsequently.” 

As in the ease of the previous witness P.W. 13 S Surjit Singh 
Rurnala, the cross-examination of this witness , foll °wed the 
same tenor in order to show some groupism in the Aka 
Party in the year 1967-68 and a little later, first in connex- 
ion with the fall of the first Akalt Ministry headed by Jus- 
lice Gurnam Singh and the later formation of Ihe Akal 
Cabinet under S. Prakash Singh Badal The rather sketchy 
suggestions that S. Gurcharan Singh Tohra, respondent No. 4 
and 8 5 S Parkash Singh Badal did not see eye to eye with 
each other was categorically rejected by the witness Appar- 
ently taking a cue from the Court question to the last wit- 
ness\hut nobody had cither approached or canvassed him 
whils in custody, the wholly puerile suggestion was thiown 
at this witness that one Karnail Singh had approached him 
in jail to canvass for respondent No. 1. It was sought to be 
suggested that the wife of the aforesaid karnail Singh is the 
father’s sister of one Bahadur Singh. P. W 14 was categonc 
that he did not even know any such Bahadur Singh al/uded 
to He denied completely any knowledge or any suggestion 
of' any relationship between the said Bahadur Singh, being 
the husband of the sister’s daughter of the returned candidate. 
From the kind of the suggestion made and the denial ren- 
dered, it is apparent that respondent No. 1 was trying to 
clutch at straws in order to save his sinking stand that this 
witness could ever be tempted to cast a first preference foi 
him. 


Ear from being able to show by crosa-c.xamination that 
there was any discord between S. Parkash Singh Badal on 
the one side and S. Gurcharan Singh Tohra on the other, it 
appears that in fact the two had acted in unison consistently 
for long in the Akali Parly and the witness stated that 
S Gurcharan Tohra was 011 c of the keen sponsors oits. 
Parkash Singh Badal even at the time when he first headed 
the Akali Ministry in Punjab. Similarly, all suggestions to 
the witness with regard to cither personally of his party ever 
having had any truck with the Congress Party were vehe- 
mently denied. The witness was firm that at least since 1971 
onwards even within the Akali Party, there was hardly any 
groupism. He rejected out of hand there being any opposing 
camps in the Akali Dal headed by S. Parkash Singh Badal 
In fact, the witness stated that he could not even visualise 
any member of the Akali Party ever deviating from its man- 
date to vote for its official candidate. . No concrete sugges- 
tions was made to this witness either that in fact he had 
deliberately cast a first preference In favour of the returned 
candidate and curiously cast a second preference for respon- 
dent No. 4 or had smudged or overwritten the postal ballot 
paper with his own hand. A vague general suggestion was 
made alone that what, he had deposed with regard to the 
marking of the ballot papers was not correct, which was 
\ehcmcntlv controverted. 


It is manifest that the cross-examination of Ihis witness 
far from making any deni in his forthright and categoric 
stand has merely strengthened the case of the election-peti- 
tioners. The testimony of this witness has emerged with 
prestinc purity from the proverbial crucible of a long and 
protracted cross-examination I have not the least hesitation 
in accepting the forthright and candid word of his witness 
on the point of his having cast his sole first preference vote 
in favour of respondent No. 4 and his postal ballot paper 
being tampered with thereafter. 


(iii) S. Jaswinder Singh Brar. 

S. Jaswinder Singh Brar, Cabinet, minister for Co-opera- 
tion in the State of Punjab is the next witness on the point. 
He deposed to not merely having a long standing allegiance 
to the Akali Party bul in fact he averred that his whole 
family had traditionally belonged to the same. He has been 
the General Secretary of the Akali Dal and was elected on 
the Akali ticket to the Punjab Vidhan Sabha in 1972. He 
courted arrest as the leader of a Jatha of Akali Satyagrahis 
on the 16th July, 1975 and after having remained in custody 
for a month and 21 days was immediately detained under 
M1SA on his release and remained in custody throughout 
till the lifting of the emergency in 1977. At the material 
time, he was imprisoned in the Central Jail at Patiala where 
he received his postal ballot paper. He deposed that he was 
fully aware of the official candidature of S. Gurcharan Singh 
Tohra and the mandate of the Akali Party to vote for 
him, He pointed out that he was a double graduate holding 
a Law Degree and was emphatic that he was not even known 
to S. Raghbir Singh Gill, respondent No, 1, at the time of 
casting his vote. I-fc was categoric that he had cast a 
single preference vote only in favour of respondent No. 4 
S. Gurcharan Singh Tohra and did not cast any second pre- 
ference for any other candidate. With regard to his postal 
ballot paper having been tampered, he had this to say : — 

“I have examined the postal' ballot paper bearing Sr. 
No. 114 (Exhibit PW 15/1). It is not in the same 
condition as it was when I had marked the same. 
In fact T had murked a single figure one opposite the 
column of S. Gurcharan Singh Tohra thereon. My 
first preference marking against S. Gurcharan Singh 
Tohra 's column has now been altered into the 
Roman Figure II. Further, an addition has been 
made against the column of S. Raghbir Singh GUI 
with the Roman Figure I, I had make my marking 
in the ordinary figure 1 and not in the Roman 
figures.”. 

In cross-examination, the witness stated that he was elected 
us a leader of the Akali Legislature Party in the Punjab 
Vidhan Sabha in 1972. He denied all innuendo that he had 
any soft corner for Giani Zail Singh, (he (hen Congress 
Chief Minister in the Punjab. He was categoric that he and 
his family were traditionally supporters of the Akali Party 
and would support any candidature approved by it. He de- 
posed that later in 1973 he became the General Secretary of 
the Akali Da] and denied all suggestions that he was removed 
from that office. A cryptic suggestion was made to him that 
his brother-in-law S. Inderjii Singh Sethon had asked him 
to vote for respondent No. 1 but he categorically dented 
the said suggestion and: even the allegation that the afore- 
said S. Inderjit Singh was a supporter of Giani Zail Singh 
in 1962. The witness denied any groupism in his party and 
controverted the suggestion that one group was headed by S. 
Jugdcv Singh Talwandi while the other by S, Gurcharan 
Singh Tohra or that he belonged to the group of S. Jagdev 
Singh Talwandi. It is significant that no such suggestion 
was even made to S. Jagdev Singh Talwandi when he was 
in the witness-box himself. 


It appears self-evident to me that the diffused and in fact 
half-hearted cross-examination of this witness has not in the 
least detracted from the force of his direct and forthright 
testimony on oath, J am unable to find the least reason for 
suspecting the evidence of the witness in the examination-in- 
chief and would therefore, unreservedly accept the same. 

(iv) S. Parkash Singh Badal 


East But proverbially not the least in (hrs context is the 
massive testimony of S. Parkash Singh Badal, a former and 
the present Chief Minister of Punjab as P.W, 16. He de- 
posed that his political association with the Akali Dal ex- 
tends from the time of his forefathers and particularly from 
that of his grandfather. The fact of his having held impor- 
tant and vital offices in the Akali organization is indeed not 
in doubt. He deposed that he had been a member of the 
Executive of the Shiromni Gurdwara Parbandhak Committee 
and a member- of the Working Committee of the Shiromani 
Akali Dal. _ Nearly two decades earlier he was elected on 
the Akali ticket to the Punjab Vidhan Sabha in 1957 He 
ngmnst won a seat in the Assembly on (he same ticket in 
the 1969 elections and later also on the same level in the 
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1972 General Elections. In the year 1970-71, he was the 
Chief Minister of Punjab at the head of the Akali Govern- 
ment Immediately on the declaration of the emergency, he 
was chosen to lead the first batch of five Satyagrahis to court 
arrest on the 9th of July, 1975, and amongst his companions 
were P. W. 14 S. Jagdev Singh Talwandi and S. Gurcharan 
Singh Tohra respondent No. 4. He remained continuously 
in custody for 19 months till the time when the Parliamentary 
elections were announced in January, 1977. He was elected 
to Parliament on the Akali ticket in the year 1977 and was 
inducted in the Central Cabinet as its representative. How- 
ever, in June, 1977, he again contested for the Assembly 
seat in the Punjab Vidhan Sabha on an Akali ticket and 
having successfully won the same, he became the Chief 
Minister of the State in the Akali Junta coalition Ministry 
and continuous to hold that oflicc. 

At the material time, he was confined in the Tihar Cen- 
tral Jail at Delhi in March, 1976, where he received his 
postal ballot paper. He deposed clearly that he was more 
than amply aware that S, Gurcharan Singh Tohra was the offi- 
cial Akali candidate for the said election and in fact he had 
himself suggested the name of respondent No. 4 for the seat 
in the Rajya Sabha. He deposed to having received- a clear 
mandate from the party that he should vote for the official 
Akali candidate S. Gurchran Singh Tohra and for no other. 
He stated that he had marked only one first preference 
vote on the said postal ballot paper in favour of S. Gur- 
charan Singh Tohra. In fact he was categoric that ha- had 
not even known S. Raghbir Singh Gill at all at the time 
of the election. With regard to the tampering of his postal 
ballot paper, he forthrighly stated as follows : — 

“This ballot paper is- not in the same condition as when 
1 had marked it. I had drawn the figure ‘one’ in ordinary 
numerals against the column of Mr. G.S.Tohra’s name. 1 had 
made no other marking on the ballot paper at that time 
However, Inow find that the postal ballot paper P.W. 16 /A 
has now been altered by converting the first preference into a 
Roman numeral indicating figure TT. Apart from this, a further 
addition has been made opposite the column of the name 
of S. aghbir Singh Gill showing it as the liist preference. 
This marking has also been placed in the form of Roman 
figure. I had made any such marking.’' 

In the cross-examination, the witness stated that he him- 
self had made the proposal with regard to the condidature of 
$. Gurcharan Singh Tohra not in writing but by oral com- 
munication through his wife who used to met him in jail 
whilst he was in custody, Similarly, he deposed that the man- 
date of the Akali Party with regard to the casting of the vo'c 
for Shri Gurcharan Singh Tohra was similary received by 
him orally through visitors in the jail. The witness Indig- 
nantly denied any suggestion that the statement regarding the 
marking of ballot paper was not true or was induced by any 
fear. Shri Badal denied: any suggestion that there were any 
well defined opposing factions in the Akali Dal. Rather curi- 
ously, the burden of the cross-examination against the wit- 
ness was with regard to the political situation nearly a decade 
earlier in 1967 when Justice Gurnam Singh headed the first 
Akali Ministry. The witness was sought to be confronted with 
the opinions recorded by Sh, D. S, Pavate, the former Gover- 
nor of Punjab in his book captioned as “My Days as 
Governor". The witness rightly pointed out that these were 
matters of individual opinion expressed by Shri D. C. Pavate 
and the further cross-examination with regard to the opinion 
and assessment of Shri Pavate in the book bad, therefore, to be 
disallowed. The witness was cross-examined with regard to an 
election to (he Rajya Sabha 6/7 years earlier in March, 1970 
when Giani Bhuplnder Singh, a leader of some standing in 
the Akali Party, had opposed its official candidate Jathedar 
Santokh Singh who was consequently defeated. The witness 
deposed that all Akali legislators who violate the mandate of 
the Akali Party with regard to election were subject to dis- 
cinlinary action including expulsion. The witness categorically 
rejected the suggestion that respondent No. 1 Raghbir Singh 
Gill, was the medium through which some feelers were thrown 
to him, by the Congress High Command, and that it was as 
a reward for these services that he had voted for him. The. 
witness very candidly stated that a reward for responding to 
any such feeler could not possibly be his incarceration in jail 
for full 19 months, He categorically rejected any suggestion of 
ever having lent secret support to Giani Zail Singh the Cong- 
ress Chief Minister, He stated that he even did not know 


that respondent No. 1 was the political secretary of the Chief 
Minister during the years 1972-73. 

On an overall appraisal of the testimony of S. Purkush 
Singh Badal (P.W, 16) on this record; the only conclusion that 
seems possible to me is that it merits unreserved acceptance. 

Even on an individual analysis of the evidence of the four 
v/itnesses, f have arrived at the conclusion above that each 
one of them is worthy of implicit reliance. However, it goes 
without saying that they do not stand alone and the evidence 
has to he viewed as a whole. When their testimony is looked 
at collectively, its effect appears to be obviously overwhelming. 
It deserves recalling that at the material time, they were de- 
tained under the Maintcncc of Internal Security Act during 
the emergency separately in far-flung jails (except two) with 
little possibility of any close communication or opportunity 
to act in concert. I have had the advantage of seeing all four 
of them in the witness box and their testimony was given 
with such forthrightness and candour as to be truly impressive. 
In deed, it was respondent No. 1 and his counsel who had 
apparent difficulty and discomfort in assailing evidence given 
with such spontaneity. Even at this stage, it deserves reiter- 
ation that in the ultimate stage the stand of respondent No. 1 
in the light of the teslimony of his own expert witness came 
to be that all the four original authors had themselves over- 
written tampered or even pen-painted the postal ballot papers 
entrusted to them for marking. It was not even suggested 
to P.W. 13 Sardar Surjit Singh Barnala that he had voted 
otherwise than in the manner he deposed to in his exami- 
nation-in-chief, To none of the three witness was it 
even even remotely put thtat they had vacillatingly pul a 
first preference in favour of respondent No. 1 and curiously 
a second preference in favour of respondent No. 4 and in the 
bargain had overwritten, tampered or pen-painted the mar- 
kings on the ballot papers. To expect such conduct from seas- 
oned legislators who had been through the mill of innumer- 
able Rajuya Sabha elections, on the face of it, seems farcical. 

In the ultimate analysis' of the oral testimony of 
all these four witnesses, individually and collectively, one is 
inevitably reminded of the observations of their lordships made 
in a relatively more stringent field, namely, that of the crimi- 
nal law. Sinha, J. speaking for the Court in Vadivelu Tbevar 
V. State of Madras, A.I.R, 1957 S.C. 614, observed. 

“Hence, in our opinion, it is a sound and well-established 
rule of law that the Court is concerned with the quality and 
not with the quantity of the evidence necessary for proving 
or disproving a fact. Generally speaking, oral testimony in 
this context may be classified into three categories, namely : 

1. Wholly reliable. 

2. Wholly unreliable. 

3. Neither wholly reliable nor wholly unreliable. 

In the first category of proof, the court should have no 
difficulty in coming to its conclusion either way, it may convict 
or may acquit on the testimony of a single witness, if it is 
found to be above reproach or suspicion of intcrestednesu. 
incompetence or subornation.”. 

Undoubtedly, the evidence of these four witnesses, falls 
clearly within the first category, namely, that of wholly reliable 
witnesses. Therefore, this testimony standing together in itself 
is sufficient to uustain the case of the election-petitioners under 
iuiues Nos. 2 and 3, 

Coming now to the evidence led on behalf of 
respondent No. I the most glaring thing which meets the 
eye at the very thresbhold is the significant fact that he has 
not chosen to alep into the witness box himself. As is evident 
from (he pleadings and more so from the evidence, which 
was led in the case th c gravest charges were raised against 
him and his electoral fortunes were put under specific challenge. 
Iliu status and credentials to contest thc present election were 
put in issue and the clearest averment made on behalf of the 
election petitioners was that he was the hand-picked candi- 
date of Giani Zail Singh and thc Congress sponsored inde- 
pendent to dislodge the Akali representation in the Rajya 
Sabha from the Punjab Vidhan Sabha constituency. It was 
specifically alleged that this respondent, in conspirary with 
R.W. 1 Shri Parlap Singh and a number of other persons 
so named surreptitiously gjot four of thc postal ballot papera 



[WTI'I 1 [ — qri 3 (ii)] «TRd 5T THTW 


tampered in his. favour, which not only advanced his electoral 
interest but in fact, he succeeded on the basis thereof. The 
allegation of political obscurity of respondent No. 1 and he 
being a protege of the then Congress Chief Minister Oiani 
Zail Singh was laid at his door. Many of these factors were 
directly within the personal knowledge of respondent No. 1 
and it appeared to be his elementary duty to forthrightly 
controvert these on oath in the witness box. Nevertheless*, 
though present on innumerable occasions in the Court during 
the protracted trial of thin election petition, respondent No. 1 
hits shied away from the witness box designedly. No adequate 
explanation at all appeared for this and the [earned counsel 
for respondent No. 1 in a rather half-hearted manner attemp- 
ted to justify this evasive attitude and hud merely contended 
that none of the election petitioners loo had stepped into 
the witness box. It is significant to recall that both the elec- 
tion petitioners were merely voters in the election 
and one of them at the material time way himself confined 
in jail. The matters put into the Court by them were not to 
their personal, knowledge regarding which they could depose 
and their testimony based on information and otherwise would 
obviously be hearsay. On the issue of corrupt practice, the 
staying away of the election-petitioners from the witness box 
may inevitably have some etteot, which would be noticed at 
that stage. But herein the name does not, even in the least, 
justify the secretive evasion of the witness box by respondent 
No. 1. There seems* io be perhaps no choice but to hold that 
respondent No. 1 had much to hide and, therefore, abstained 
from forthrighly and candidly stepping into the witness box, 
to controvert the various allegations laid at hia door. An 
adverse inference on this score cannot possibly be avoided 
in view of the settled law in this? context. 

Apart from ihe holding himself back, respondenl No, 1 
examined RW 1 Shri Partap Singh, Secretary of the Punjab 
Vidhan Sabha and the Returning Officer for this election as 
also R.W. 5 Shri Dharam Singh Ojla, his Personal Assistant. 
The evidence of these witnesses has primary relevance on the 
charge of corrupt praclice under issue No. 4, whereunder 
aortic reference to the same would become inevitable. The 
other two witnesses R.W. 2 Karnail Singh Malhari and R.W, 3 
Master Jagir Singh only deserve passing mention. Indeed 
R. W. 2 Karnail Singh Martian forthrightly admitted that he 
had withdrawn from the membership of (he Akali Party im- 
mediately prior to this; election. This in fact is consistent 
with the allegations made on behalf of Ihe election petitioners 
that on the cvc of the election wide-spread pressure was 
exorted by the Congress Chief Minister to subvert 
the Akali Legislature Party and to procure defections 
therefrom and the attempt did succeed to the extent of 
procuring the withdrawal from the Akali Party of R.W.2 
Karnail Singh Marhari and an equally and much more im- 
portant member of the Akali Party Sardar Satnam Singh 
Bajwa on the election eve. In his cross-examination, this wit- 
ucss admitted that Sardar Gurcharan Singh Tohra had been 
elected to the Rajya Sabha earlier and at the time of the ele- 
ction was the sitting member thereof. The shifting loyalties 
and the political expediency of the witness seems to be ad- 
mitted by him when he stated that even earlier he had with- 
drawn from the Akali Party and joined Shri Lachman Singh 
Gill in his minority government. Rather he curiously stated 
that it was a matter of personal will and convenience whether 
he would continue in a party on whose ticket he was elected. 
He admitted that at the time of giving evidence be was mem- 
ber of the Congress and that when he had left the Akali 
Party on the eve of rne election in 1976 he had forthwith of 
joined the Congress. It is obvious that the testimony of 
this witness fat from advancing the case of respondent No. 1 
is perhaps adverse to his interests. 

Master Jagir siugh, R.W. 3, again appears to be of the same 
ilk as the previous witness R.W.2 Karnail Singh Marhari. He 
deposed that while being earlier the Organising Secretary of 
the- Shiromani Akali Dal. during the emergency in 1976 he 
withdraw therefrom and joined the Congress Parlv. In his 
examination-in-chief he alleged groupism as the cause of his 
defection and he made no bones about his opportunism when 
he stated that when he heard that some Akali Party members 
were thinking of defecting he thought (hat he should take pre- 
cedence therein to gain advantage, in cross-examination, the 
witness could not give any precise dale or time from which the 
alleged groupism in the party had commenced and merely said 
that in fact it was endemic. He conceded that in July, 1975 
the lop leaders of the Akali Dal had all courted arrest oi 
were under detention, bul stated that he had been meeting 
them in jail. He admitted that he was now a member cf the 
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Congress (i) Party, to which Giani Zail Singh owes alle- 
giance, He admitted thtat he was a member of the Assembly 
in 1970, He had also to admit that during the earlier Rajya 
Sabha contest Giani Bhupinder Singh ; who contested against 
the official nominee was himself an important leader of the 
Akali Dal. 

The demeanour of this witness had to be noticed and 
noted by me when he was in the witness box. Throughout 
he was taking an evasive stand in trying to avoid simple 
and direct questions addressed to him, Even elementary and 
plain questions were haltingly and suspiciously sought to be 
avoided, i was compelled to notice that the general demean- 
our of the witness in the box did nol inspire confidence in 
his veracity. Apart from the demeanour his evidence other- 
wise is hardly material directly on the issue of tampering 
and whatever has been elicited in his cross-examination 
would show that little trust can be placed on his word of 
mouth. 

Expert Evidence 

Having accepted the crucial testimony oi P. W, 13 Sardar 
Surjit Singh Barnala, P. W. 14 Sardar Jagdev Singh Talwandi. 
P. W. 15 Sardar Jaswinder Singh Brar and P. W. 16 Sardar 
Parkash Singh Badal, 1 have already held that collectively 
this testimony in itself was sufficient lo sustain the case of 
the election petitioners under these two issues. What, how- 
ever, is of significance is the fact that the aforesaid testi- 
mony docs not stand alone but finds conclusive corroboration 
on all material particulars by the P. 59 Expert testimony 
brought on the record. Indeed, the present case is one of 
those rare ones where the evidence of the expert produced 
by respondent No. 1 itself in the ultimate unalysis lends 
credence to the case of the election petitioners. Before ana- 
lysing the same, the sequence in which this expert evidence 
has come on the record deserves passing reference. The elec- 
tion petitioners apparently well satisfied with the pristine 
quality of their oral testimony and a host of corroborating 
circumstantial factors, which will come for consideration in 
the end, did not seem to intend or visualise the production 
of any expert evidence with regard to the tampering of the 
four postal ballot papers. However, as it turns out they 
were apparently well advised to call in this evidence as 
well. Herein they have buttressed their case by the evidence 
of p. W. 17 Dewan K. S. Puri, who was called into exa- 
mine and opine about the four disputed postal ballot papers, 
Exsibits P. W. 13/1, P. W. 14/1. P. W. 1511 and 
P. W. 16; A. In rebuttal, respondent No, 1 similarly called 
in aid R.W. 4 Mrs. R. K. Vij, In appraising the expert 
testimony with regard to the four disputed postal ballot 
papers, one thing may bo continuously kept in mind from 
the very outset, Only in one of them, i.e., Exhibit P. W, 14/1 
cast by Sardar lagdev Singh Talwandi the markings are in 
red, while in the remaining three disputed postal ballot papers 
the markings are tn blue. In passing it may also be men- 
tioned that the other four undisputed postal ballot papers 
are also marked in blue ink and in ordinary international 
numerals. 

The credentials of P. W. 17 Dewan K, S. Puri as a 
Document Expert for the past 41 years appear to be beyond 
challenge and were in the fact never so assailed. Indeed, 
both his qualifications and experience are impressive. 
He deposed that he had first personally examined the ori- 
ginals of the four disputed postal ballot papers Exhibits P. 
W. 1 3 1 lj P. W. 14|1 P. W. 1511 and P.W 16 A The 

photographs and the negatives thereof taken with the per- 
mission of the Court have been admitted on the record 
by the learned counsel for the parties. Therefrom this wit- 
ness had made enlargements, which are Exhibit P. W. 17/5 
to P. W. 17/8. On the basis of the data the witness had 
critically and exhaustively examined the mutter on the fol- 
lowing points ; — 

1. Whether in the column against ‘Gurcharan Singh’ 

T has been changed into ‘II’ or not 7 

2. Whether with the writing material used for the 

change, digit T has been written against the name 

of ‘Raghbir Singh’ or not 7 

The wi'ness examined and compared the documents with 
the help of the photographs, photographic enlargements, 
through epidiascope from _ the photographs, microscopic 
lenses, Universal duslyloscopic outfit, Fnlmer magnifiers and 
other necessary instruments. In his detailed report exhibit 
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P. W, 17/9 the witness listed the following eight reasons 
for coming to the conclusion that all the four ballot papers, 
which were originally marked us the first preference in 
favour of respondent No. 4 in ordinary international nume- 
rals had been tampered with and converted into a second 

preference in Roman figures in favour of Sardar Gurcharan 
Singh Tohra and an addition of first preference in Roman 
figures had been made therein in favour of respondent 

No. 1. 

1. In the disputed ballot papers Exs. P. W. 13/1, Ex. 

P. VV. 1 5/1 and Ex. P. W. 16/1, the portion “II" 
when examined under direct magnification, clearly 
indicates that the left side vertical line of “11" was 
written with blue-black ink and the upper and 
lower lateral lines and the light side vertical line 
were written with a different ink which is of 

violet blue type, 

2. The lower column shows that the digit “1" has been 

written with a violet ink and not with a blue 

black ink. 

3. In some cases, there are also over-writings and 

retouchings in the disputed digit "II” and some- 
times the retouching and over-writing are to such 
an extent that t he strokes assume the condition of 
a pen painting instead of normal pen-writing, as 
will be detailed in some of the following paras. 

4. It is clear under direct magnification and also to a 

careful naked eye that the left vertical line of “II” 
Is with one ink and the rest of the strokes forming 
“11” arc with another ink or lhat the digit “I” has 
been made as TP a different writing material. 

5. In the photographic chart marked as “A", the lowcr 

pholograplt pasted on the npper sheet has, been 
taken with a view to indicate the correct posi- 
tion of the strokes and the ink layers. 

As stated above, the left vertical line has been written 
with blue black ink. There is no retouching or over- 

writing on his line showing that out of "II” this pot- 
lion “was normally written and not the rest, of the portion 
which has been written with a different writing material." 

The. upper and lov.er lateral lines and the right side vet- 
tical line have been written with a different ink and aince 
it was not as deep as that of the left side vertical line, 
therefore, these strokes have been retouched and written 
over agaiu and again to ma'ch with the rest of the ink of 
the left vertical utrokc, or original “I". 

The retouching and over-writing only on the right verti- 
cal stroke and the upper and lower lateral lines are dear 
on the . photographic enlargement marked "A”. 

As examined under direct magnification ihe figure “1" 
has been written with violet blue Ink of the type with which 
the right vertical s'rokc and the lateral lines of digit “11” 
were written. 

6. In the photographic chart marked as “C’\ it is clear 

that Ihcrc in no marked retouching in the digit 
“11“. It is further clear that the left vertical line 
is deeper and is with a blue black ink (as seen 
under direct magnification) and the rest of the 
lines, right vertical line and the lateral lines are 
comparatively light in the photograph being with 
voilet blue ink (a? seen under direct magnifica- 
tion). 

Obviously, the photography depicts black and white. 
The blue black ink being more black or deep than 
the violet blue ink therefore, the camera eye also detected 
the difference in the colour or depth of the strokes of 
“H". 

In the photograph at chart “C" it is dear that I lie left 
vertical line was with a deeper ink and broader ‘nib’ than 
the rosl of the nrokes of digit “II”. 

In the digit “1" Ihe strokes (as seen under ditect magni- 
fication) are entirely with violei ink and not with bine-black 
ink. However, there Is an over-writing in the vertical stroke 


but even then the depth and (he colour could not match 

with the left aide “I” of “II" as can be seen in Ihe photo 

chart “C". 

7. As stated above, ihe direct magnification indicated 

that the left side vertical stroke as “/" was written 

with a blue-black ink while the rest of the y rokes 

of the digit “II” have been written with a violet 
blue ink as “11”. 

It has been further noted that the left side vertical stroke 
of the digit “II” is with broader 'nib’ than the rest of the 
stroke;). It is also clear on Ihe photographic chart marked 
“D”. 

8. In the ballot paper Kx. P. W. 1 4 1 1 , ihesc digits are 

in red colour. Both the digits IT and I have been 
over written again and again thereby making the 

stroke more like pen-painting instead of pen- 
writing. 

It appears that in the digit “II" the left vertical stroke was 
written first in a deeper colour and then rest of the strokes 
of digit “II” huve been added and were comparatively 

light. 

It is further clear that where there is no over-writing and 
the strokes arc uncovered in the upper lateral lines, Ihe 
strokes are comparatively light. 

It appears (hat to cover this difference, the entire digit 

“11” was over-written again and again and thereby making 

it nil the more suspicious. 

If the above is true as it reemv. then the digit “I" was 
in lighter colour mid was also over-written to make it 
matching with the above or ns such clumsy. 

After considering the above characteristics, he gave the 
following opinion : — 

"1. The digit ‘II against ‘Gurcharan Singh' was ‘I’ 
and changed into "II" wiih a different writing 
material in the ballot papers Ex. P. W. 3 [ 1 . Ex. 
P. W. 1511 and Ex. P. W. 16|1, as Ihcrc is differ- 
ence in Ihe writing material, ns detailed above. 

In Ex. P. W. 14|1, there also appears' to be a change 
and at least the tampering with and the formation of 
present digit MI’ is vetv suspicious indeed. It appears that 
digit ’]’ has been changed into. ‘IE. 

2 . In the ballot papers, Exs. P. W. 131 1 . F W. 15|1, 
and P. W. 16|I, the digit ‘I’ against ’R'aghbtr Singh’ 
has been written in each ballot paper w-ith the 

writing material of the type which was uSed for 
the right vertical line and ihe upper and lower 
lateral lines for changing digit T into ‘IP in Ihe 
column against “Gurcharan Singh". 

In the digit ‘I’ against ‘Raghbir Singh’ there is over-writf- 
ing to indicate the covering to match with the digit MI’ 
against “Gurcharan Singh", 

The cross-examination of Iihc witness though conducted with 
the aid of the respondent’s expert, far from in any way 
belying his stand, has only strengthened Ihe same. The 
witness pointed out that blue black ink and violc'i 1 blue ink 
were distinct and apart though either one of them may 
have variations in shade themselves. The witness pointed 
out that a forgetor while overwriting or tampering with the 
material would do his best to conceal it, bu‘l in his real 
to do so he play do so over and over again, which might 
in fact make it more suspicious, That result also follows 
where the forgery is a crude attempt though Ihe intention 
may not he so. The witness was categoric in repelling any 
suggestion that in all the four postal ballot papers, the Ink 
used has been the same. He further repelled the suggestion 
that the difference in shade in each individual postal ballot 
paper may be due to the same ink. The witness was sure 
(hat the tampering with in the four postal ballot papers 
was fraudulent for the purpose of converting Ihe first pre- 
ference into the second preference. 

Before finally appraising the aforesaid testimony. refci- 
cnce may inevitably be made to (he evidence of R.W. 4 
Mrs. R. K. Vij, hand writing and document expert, examined 
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on behalf ot respondent No. 1 She had also prepared 
enlargements from the negatives of the photographs at the 
disputed postal ballot papers taken with the permission of 
.lie Court and on the basis of the available data, rendered 
her detailed report Exhibit R.W. 4/1. 


Now the significant and the glaring thing that here meets 
the eye at the very outset is the admitted stand of this wit- 
ness as well that Exhibit-P.W. 13/1, P.W. 14/1 and P.W. 
15 /] me certainly over-written and altered, not merely simply, 
l n) t so done at places with different ink and pen. According 
to her, only Exhibit-P W. J6/A docs not show any sign 
of overwriting therein. Having said as much, the rather 
curious opinion rendered by the witness is that the aforesaid 
altering and overwriting, and if 1 may say so Ihc obvlous- 
stampering with pen and ink. has been done by the original 
hand and in the natural form. Indeed the whole stand 
on her part is t hut atleast in three ot these ballot papers 
alteration and overwriting in different pen and ink is so 
obvious as to suggest that no al tempt was made to hide or 
■••I r actively conceal the foregery. In terms t(he opinion is that 
because the forgery is patent the same must have been 
done naturally by the original writer and in the original 
loirn. 


A part from the inherent impossibility of this view, the 
witness appears to have been effectively belied by the cross- 
examination directed against her. With regard to Exhibil-P. 
\V. 16-A which according to her bore no overwriting or 
alteration. she admitted that the left stroke oT the digit ‘II 
is heavier and broader than the second down stroke, but it may 
be attributed to a difference of the angle of the point of the 
nib in the two strokes. She further admitted that it was true 
that different pemons would have different angle of the nib 
while writing. She said that according to her it was possible 
that (he angle of the pen may be different while the writing 
Is done by the same person at the same time in the same 
digit even. It, was specifically put to her that the second 
down stroke and the (wo lateral strokes of this digit are 
with violet ink, though she denied and stated that all 
these were in blue ink. She admitted that the first down 
stroke herein was shorter than the second down stroke, but 
sought to deny that there was any retouching of the first 
down stroke at the top It was then admitted that digit T in 
the column below was iess broad than the first vertical stroke 
of digit 'IT'. While admitting these curious variations she 
attributed these differences to the angle of the nib. Further 
it was admitted that the width shown in the first vertical 
stroke of the digit! ‘IP had not been repeated in any of the 
other strokes. 


She had to concede that she had not given the details of 
any writing characteristics of the strokes in order to onino 
that they were written by the same person. To a pointed 
question whether it was possible to find out the writing 
characteristics of a writer from a single verical line so as 
to compare it with the other, she conceded that only by exa- 
mining (wo vertical lines it would not be possible to compare 
the authoriship of each. Nevertheless a belated suggestion was 
made that Ihc had given her opinion on the basis of other 
relevant: factors w'lhontl specifying a single one thereof. She 
even conceded that she had not examined the stroke In 
P. xhib.it- P.W. 16-A in the different dicifk with a view to 
examine the writing characteristics of the scribe. Conse- 
quently she conceded that on the basis Of writing chanictcri- 
tics. alone one cannot say about the identity or otherwise 
of its author. I*' was also admitted that it was not possible 
to drive any opinion on either side about the authorship of 
two vertical downward strokes merely on the basis of writ- 
ing characeristics. It was finally put to her that the left verti- 
cal down stroke of digit TE is written with a different ink 
and broader pen than the rest of the writing in Exhibit-P. 


1, , anneals to me that in the light of the cross-examination 
o this witness, viewed further against he testimony of 
TV wan K. S. Pun. P.W. 17, with regard to Exhibil-P.W. I6A 
la ‘ , 0nly ‘ h , is postaI ba »°' PaP'r has not been 
™ " e ” or a ' tered does not appear to be correct and, 
therefore, cannot be accepted. 
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Significantly with regard to Exhibit-P.W. 15/1 MtS. 
k. K. ViL R. W. 4, admitted that the ink used in the let t 
vertical downward stroke of the digit ‘II is ditfcienL fro 1 * 1 
that used in the other stroke of this digit as also for digit 
T in the lower column, She had further to concede that the 
digit T below and the rest of the stroke of digit 'll arc In 
one ink barring t!he left vertical downward stroke. Eater she 
conceded that she had not examined Exhibit-P.w. 15/1 wiln 
any presumption but with an open nvmd, nor did she 
examine from the point of view whether the fiist downward 
eml-f nf Hieii ‘IT was bv the same author. 


With regard to Exhibit P.W. 141 1, which is marked in red 
rhe witness conceded that the first downward stroke of digit 
il 1 .js twice written, one with the red pencil and the other 
written with red ball point pen. She admitted that there is 
overwriting in the digit ‘II’ in this postal ballot paper and 
also in digit T below as well. She conceded that the forgery 
is detected from the omissions and commissions of the fpre- 
geror. She could not say whether Jlhc red pencil stroke was 
originally there and the other strokes were added laler. Nor 
did she care to opine about the sequence of the various strok- 
es in this ballot paper, However, she conceded that the strokes 
of digit ‘IE had been written over and over again. It wai 
specifically put to her that (his writing over and" over again 
had been done with the indention of matching with the 
first vertical stroke which was over-written. But she admit- 
ted that first vertical stroke of digit ‘II’ had been twice 
written. 


With regard to Exhibit-P.W. 13/1 the. witness conceded 
that ,'dbe ink used for the left downward stroke of digit ‘IE 
is different from the ink used for the rest of the strokes and 
digit ‘II’ as well as digit T. She admitted that! the ink spread 
en ihc right side of the second vertical stroke was of violet 
colour and also that ,tlhe second downward stroke of the 
digit ‘II’ is itself of violet colour of which this ink was 
spread. She had to admit that the first vertical stlroke has 
been written with a different ink material being the blue- 
black colour. She admitted that there was retouching of the 
lower Internal line of digit ‘IE and also that there is re- 
touching of the upper lateral line of digit ‘IE. She had to 
concede that atleasu sometimes, if not always, the downfall 
of the forgeror is that she docs not understand the difference 
in the shade of the inks. She went to the length of saying 
that the difference in the shade of the inks in this ballot 
paper was even visible to the naked eye. Again she conceded 
that digit T in the lower column has been written with the 
same writing material with which the part, of digit ‘II’ was 
written barring the left vertical stroke. 


Now the significant thing that emerges even from the 
testimony of R. W. 4 Mrs R, K. Vij, the expert examined 
by the respondent himself, is that on her own showing Ex- 
liibits-P.W. 13/1, P.W. 1.4/1 and P.W. 15j 1 clearly bear the 
imprint of overwriting, altering and virtually tampering with 
Ihc markings made thereon, it has been virtually conceded 
that (he first vertical stroke of digit ‘IE in tlhcse three ballot 
papers is in a different ink and with a different writing in- 
strument llhan the rest of the writings on these postal ballot 
papers. While in F.xhibit-P.W. 14/1 the sharp distinction of 
a red pencil and a red ball point 1 pen is admitted with regard 
to the other two, it does not seem to be in dispute that while 
the first vertical stroke of the figure ‘IT is in blue-black ink, 
the rest of the alterations made herein are in violet blue 
ink and with a different writing instrument. 


In face of these overwhelming incriminating factors the 
nffher curious and the only stand of this witness is that all 
these over-writings, alterations and tampering with a diffe- 
rent ink, writing material and writing instruments in at least 
ffnee disputed ballot papers have beim done by the original 
ntilhors Ihemselves. On this point she seems to have been 
totally floored by her own admission that from a single 
vertical line or even willh two verticle lings it would not be 
possible to infer any writing characteristics of the scribe 
and, rhereiorc, compare and opine about the mrhorshin of 
other strokes of the writing. It needs no expert knowledge 
to hold that from a single letter T of international numerals 
wntten by a person no writing characteristics of the scribe 
could possibly be deduced to arrive at an opinion that 
another writing i s of (he same author. Therefore, it appears 
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to be plain that the curious opinion of the witness that on 
the basis of a single or two vertical lines she could opine 
about its author is plainly unacceptable. Her stand about 
the alterations, overwriting and tampering in these ballot 
papers by the same author is, therefore, utterly conjectural 
and sustainable on no factual basis. 

To assail the authenticity and the competence of the opi- 
nion rendered by R.W. 4 Mrs. R. K. Vijh, reliance bus been 
placed on Fritpal Kaur v. Iqbal Singh and others, probate 
case No. 2 of 1973. Therein also Mrs. R. K. Vijh was rang- 
ed against P.W. 17 Dcwan K. S. Puri in connection with 
the identity of the signatures on a disputed will with the 
admitted signatures. Therein also she had opined that the 
author of the signatures on the disputed will and the admit- 
ted signatures was the same. The evidence of this witness was 
injected by the learned Single fudge and the opinion of 
Dewan K. S. Puri to the contrary was accepted, indeed, 
there is an observation in the judgementi that even to the 
naked eye the disputed signatures do not appear to be of 
the same person as that of the admitted signatures and 
despite the expert opinion rendered by Mrs. R, K. Vijh. The 
aforesaid findings of the learned Single Judge were affirmed 
by the Letters Patent Bench in L. P. A. No. 2 of 1973 
decided on August 22, 1975. 

The larger rationale for the unacceptable opinion render- 
ed by Mrs. R. K., Vijh appears to be that the 
tampering with or forgery in the four ballot papers is so ob- 
vious that no attempt has been apparently made by the 
forger to hide the same and from this it is sought to be in- 
ferred that this must be by the original author himself. 
This line of reasoning cannot stand close scrutiny for a 
moment, This would seem to say that any imperfect forgery 
is not to be deemed forgery but as an alteration by the 
original author himself. Again, Mrs. Vijh does notl seem 
to be fully conscious of the context in which the tampering 
with the ballot papers in the present case has been done. 
The evidence is tlhat some of these ballot papers had come 
in his office and laler gone to the custody of the Returning 
Officer quite close to the time of the counting. The forger or 
the tamperor hence had not all the time at his disposal to 
resort to a perfect forgery and in surrpetitious quick and 
secret tampering there with the traces of the crime lefti 
their imprint on the disputed ballot papers. It may also he 
noticed that the forger might well have presumed that there 
was little chance for the detention of the forgery. He knew 
that he was altering the postal ballot papers in a secret ballot 
which were to be momentarily looked at and counted by the 
Reluming Officer in the presenco of the counting Agents. 
The electoral process does not permit any close or micros- 
copic inspection of each ballot paper by the parties or their 
agents and, therefore, the chances of detection were indeed 
marginal. The forger would be equally aware that the secrecy 
of the ballot is the rule and it is not always easy to pierce 
the veil of that secrecy, Consequently he may have had nei- 
ther the Time nor the inclination to execute, the perfect 
undetectable forgery. It is to be highlighted that it was with 
the greatest difficulty that the election petitioner in the present 
case crossed the hurdle of securing an inspection of the 
ballot papers which has led to the exposure of the forgery 
to the lightl of the day. Nor can the fact he denied that the 
incident took place during the emergency and at a time 
when by and large, the whole of the Akali leaders were 
either under detention or in a state of disarray and the tem- 
peror or might well have presumed their inability to come up 
and expose the tampering in the last resort. In any case the 
ternperor could hope to have the immediate advantage of 
securing the election in favour of respondent No. I, oil the 
basis of the alterations whatever might be the result or 
subsequent proceedings. All these reasons militate so heavily 
against the conjectural opinion of R.W. 4 Mrs. R. K. Vijh 
as to render it wholly unacceptable. 

For the aforesaid reasons T would accept the testimony 
of P.W. 17 Dewan K. S. Puri, expert, produced by the elec- 
tion petitioners. Once that is so, this evidence would affoid 
material and, if T may say so, almost! conclusive corroboration 
to the election petitioners’ case. It deserves recalling that at 
the stage of filing the petition the allegations were made 
without even a close or minute scrutinv of the four tam- 
pered ballot papers which were noticed only in the quick 


process of counting tlhc same. However, the election peti- 
tioners were specific that only single prcfcicncc maikitig in 
ordinary lintcrnatjional numerals cast by ^ the four Akah 
leaders in favour of respondent No. 4, Sardar Gurcharan 
Singh Tohra, had been converted in Roman figures to a se- 
cond preference and an addition in ,tthe same style of the 
first preference in favour of respondent No. 1. The election 
petitioners sttcceedtd first in their claim of the inspection 
of the ballot papers, which curiously shows that, out of 
the eight postal ballot papers only these four were having 
markings in Roman numerals and only four disputed 
bid lot papers carried both first and second preferences. 
The expert testimony now bears out the stand that the 
subsequent overwriting in all these four ballot papers has 
been done with a different colour of ink or writing material 
and also with a different writing instrument. Even more 
significanlty it shows that in three of them while the ori- 
ginal marking of interna, tlional numeral T’ is in blue black 
ink the further addition in three of them is in a different 
ink, namely, of violet blue colour, To conclude with this 
aspect of the expert testimony, the finding is that it com- 
pletely, if not conclusively, bears out the case set up by 
the election petitioners. 

CiTcumstanitlinl Evidence 

Having noticed above, that the direct oral testimony and 
inc expert evidence in the case seems to fit In as a glove, 
it remains ,(io advert to a host of circumstantial factors, 
which appears to be equally corroborative of the election 
petitioners’ case. The clear cut case pleaded on their be- 
half is that at the material time 7 of the Akali legislators 
and the lone fan Sangh member Dr. Bakiev Parkash, were 
under prevenlivc detention. While the 7 Akali legislators 
were clearly under a mandate to cast nothing else but a 
single preference in favour of Sardar Gurcharan Singh 
Tohra, the official Akali nominee, Dr. Baldev Parkash is 
alleged to be equally committed to support the Akali nominee 
us against the official Congress nominees and the Congress 
inspired nominee Sardar Rughbir Singh Gill, respondent 
No. 1. There is no manner of doubt that the preference 
in the 8 postal ballot papers were crucial to the issue of 
election, leaving out the four disputed postal ballot papers 
apart, the first significant! thing that meets the eye is that 
the other four ballot papers, the counerfoils whereof are 
Exhibit P,W. 4/2, P.W. 4/7, P.W. 4/8 and P.W. 4/9, 
without exception do not bear any second preference in 
favour of any other candidate. They bear a single first pre- 
ference marking tlhercon, as alleged in the evidence of the 
wifnesses. This is in sharp contrast to the four disputed 
postal ballot papers, which each now curiously contain a 
tampered first preference in favour of respondent No. 1. as 
also a second preference in favour of Sardar Gurcharan 
Singh Tohra respondent No, 4. Again in the aforesaid 
four undLsputled postal ballot papers, the marking of the 
single first preference vote without exception is in favour 
of respondent No. 4, Sardar Gurcharan Singh Tohra and 
no other. Yet again, the case led was that the markings 
on the postal ballot! papers were made in ordinary inter- 
national numerals. In all these four undisputed ballot 
papers, the single preference marking is by drawing a 
vertical line to indicate the figure T in ordinary international 
numbers opposite the column of Sardar Gurcharan Singh 
Tohra. This is in sharp contrast to the four disputed postal 
ballot papers, in which alone the marking rather curiously 
happens to be uniformly in Roman figures and not in ordi- 
nary international numerals. 

IT is best, even at the initial stage, to advert to this ra- 
ther curious use of Roman numerals in the four disputed 
ballot papers alone, The categoric oral testimony already 
accepted is that the ordinary international numeral ‘I’ was 
used by the four voters for marking their single first pre- 
ference in favour of respondent No. 4, Sardar Gurcharan 
Singh Tohra, by drawing a vertical line opposite the column 
of his name. Tn this context, the use of Roman numerals 
is obvious and elementary for (he forger, who wished to 
tamper with the same and nullify it To completely erase 
of this ink marking would have obviously shown to glar- 
ing a tampering therewith, Similarly the figure T in the 
Indian international numerals when altered to figure ‘2’ in 
I he same form would equally show a plain al teration, 
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overwriting and tampering there wilh. On the other hand, 
h was enricr, simpler and safer for an intelligent forgeror to 
convert tne Indian international numeral ‘1’ by adding an- 
other vertical line parallel to it and putting two lateral lines 
on the t< p thereby converting the international numeral ‘1’ 
into II in komnn numeral . To match the same numeral 
a similar first preference in Roman numerals could he placed 
against the name of respondent No. 1, The law permits 
the use of both international and f:he Roman numerals for 
marking on the postal ballot papers. It is, therefore, that, 
the easier and the plain device of tampering with the ordi- 
nary intern, ilional numeral ‘1’ by converting it into a Roman 
Digit ‘IT and by adding a first preference has been conson- 
antly resorted to by the forger not in one but in all the four 
disputed ballot paper.; and in sharp contrast to the undis- 
puted ones. 

This indeed is not in doubt that all the four disputed 
postal ballot papers were marked by the four detenus either 
in their cells or in the jail precincts and thereafter entrusted 
for onward transmission to the Superintendents of the res- 
pective jails. Now obviously the forger and the tamperor 
could not have the same writing instrument which the 
four original authors of these postal ballot papers had rcs- 
cctively when they marked their first preference on these 
allot papers in ordinary international numerals. The altera- 
tion and overwriting made by the forger, therefore, had in- 
evitably to be with a different writing instrument. That is 
the reason why in all the four ballot papers two writing instru- 
ments appear, one of the original author with which the 
single first preference marking in ordinary international 
numerals was made and the rest of the writing with the 
writing instrument or the pen used by the forger to alter 
the same and to make further additions therein. 

Equally plain it js that apart from the writing instrument 
the same or identical writing ink or material which had 
been used by the four different authors in the Tihar, Patiala 
and Jullundur jails could not possibly be available to the 
forger for making necessary alterations. Inevitably, therefore, 
when he made the alteration it is in a writing ink on writing 
material, which is clearly and plainly different from the 
original. As was said by one of the experts, the fall of the 
forger sometimes arises from hit; inability to perceive clearly 
the difference between the nice shades and variety of the 
writing ink. A gravely tell-tale circumstance in this context, 
therefore, is that the second ink used in making the altera- 
tions in three of the four disputed buffot papers is of violet- 
blue colour in sharp distinction to the ordinary blue-black ink 
used by the original authors. Later, this fact may have to be 
highlighted again. Curiously, this change was made in violet 
bhic-ink and if as alleged on behalf of respondent No. I 
these changes were made by the original authors themselves, 
they could not possibly have had the same violet blue ink 
to make alterations therein at different times and places 
like the jails at Tihar, Patiala and Jullundur. The fourth 
ballot paper Exhibit-P.W. 14/1 is marked in red. The forger 
had, therefore, to use a different Instrument and a different 
writing material for its alteration. Obviously unable to fore- 
see the later expert testimony, which has come in this case, 
the tampering done by the forger is even more glaring in 
this ballot paper. While one part of it is admittedly in red 
pencil, the c*her is definitely with a red bail point pen and 
both the experts are consistent that different writing instru- 
ment and writing material has been used therefor. 

Now the sole hypothesis, on which the aforesaid gravely 
incriminating and incongrous circumstances are sought to 
be explained is this that alT these changes, overwriting, altera- 
tions and tamperings in the four disputed ballot papers were 
done by the original authors themselves. When critically exa- 
mined, this stand appears nol only wholly untenable but one is 
tampted to say as virtually impossible. 

In appraising this stand or defence on behalf of respondent 
No. 1 it deserves recalling that at the material time the our 
Akali legislators were closely confined under preventive deten- 
tion since long in far-flung jails and there is nothing what-so- 
ever on the record to show and not even a suggestion has 
been made that these persons had the least opportunity of 
common communication or the inclination to act in nefarious 
concert in order to betray the political party they belonged 
to for decades or to sabotage the candidature of a trusted 
colfeague, who was the lone official representative of tbe same 
party. 
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In aq earlier part of the judgement, I have already 
adverted to the improbability, if not the impossibility, of such 
a stand. It is the admitted position that Sardar Parkash Singh 
Badal was confined in Tihar Central Jail, Sardar Surjit Singh 
Harnnla was imprisoned in Jullundur jail and the other two 
Sardar Jaswinder Singh Brar and Sardar Jagdav Singh Tal- 
wandi being confined in Patiala jail. 

Assuming for arguments sake the extreme position of res- 
pondent No. 1, that all the four Akali legislators had decided 
to betray their party and their colleague and judging the case 
from that stand would again show that the circumstantial 
factors herein give the lie direct to any such possibility. If in 
the last extremety all four of them had decided to betray and 
sabotage the candidature of Sardar Gurcharan Singh Tohra, 
then why this absurdity and incongruity of marking 
a second preference in favour of the same candidate, 
who according to respondent No. 1, they wished to 
be defeated ? If they had such a great animosity 
that they would jettison the cause of respondent 
No. A personally and politically violate the mandate on their 
party, and deny him the first preference vote, then why on 
earth would all the four confined sepnraiely think of casting 
a measly second preference vote in his favour as well. In 
each of these contexts the issue arises that how on earth is it 
possible that four persons confined at three different places 
would have acted in identically incongrous and improper 
modes in this regard. How is it consistent that each one of 
them individually after such gross betrayal, would nevertheless 
choose to put in a second preference in favour of 
the very same persons, whom they wished to be defeated 
and humlfiated and in the bargain to boost the prestige of the 
ruling party, which had detailed them. It deserves repetition 
and recalling (hat on the admitted facts only one more 
person could possibly have been elected to the Rajya Sabha 
from the Punjab Viclhan Sabha constituency apart from the 
two official Congress candidates. Even when pointedly asked 
to explain this unexplainable situation, Shri A. S. Mittal had 
the candour to say that on this point he had no explanation 
to offer. 

Yet again, on the hypothesis that all these four persons had 
decided to betray their party and their colleague by casting 
the first preference to the returned candidate and curiously 
give a second preference for respondent No. 4, then why this 
vacillation, alteration, overwriting and tampering by all the 
four leaders in not one but in each one of the four disputed 
bali’ot papers? It is not in dispute that all the four Akali 
leaders were by that time seasoned legislators who have had 
not one but innumerable opportunities of voting from this 
very constituency earlier, for the Rajya Sabha seat and in any 
case for so many other elective offices. To accept that like 
illiterate yokels they were overwriting, altering and tampring 
with their first and second preferences with their own hands 
and indeed, as the expert says, pen painting the ballot papers, 
appears on the face of it to be both false and fancied. Herein 
again Mr. A. S, Mittal was fair enough to say that he had no 
answer or explanation to offer. 

Proceeding further on the same assumption it may then be 
noticed that the four voters made their markings on these 
postal ballot papers at different times and places with what- 
ever writing material was available or provided to them as 
detenus in the jail premises. Now by and largo on the evi- 
dence of both the expert witnesses it is the case that each of 
these ballot papers evidences the use of different writing ins- 
truments and different writing materials or inks. 

Assuming that each of the original voters who minded, 
after having placed his original preference, to change the same, 
why on earth should he think of finding another pen or writ- 
ing instrument for doing so? Having done that why did he 
choose an altogether different ink for making the altogether 
different ink for making the alteration in the ballot 
paper and make it suspicious? How indeed could 
it be that in each one of the three ballot papers the second 
ink is of violet blue colour and different in shade and identi- 
ty from the blue-black ink originally used for making the 
vertical first stroke in the Roman digit ‘II’ placed opposite the 
name of Sardar Gurcharan Singh Tohra after tampering. How 
on earth would it be possible that such an extreme coincidence 
could take pfiice that in all the three ballot papers the origi- 
nal votes would choose a different ink in Tihar, Patiala and 
Jullundur jails for making the alteration and this could be 
violet ink for all three, on different dates and times for 
making the alteration? Similarly one has to take into considera- 
tion the fourth ballot paper marked Exhibit — P.W. 14/1. 
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Here again, Iwo distinct writing instruments and writing mat- 
erials are plain, one being u red pencil and the other a red 
ball point pen. Both the experts are unanimous on that score. 
Etocs it stand to reason that the author of this ballot paper 
Sardar Jtigdev Singh T alwandi. a seasoned legislator. Just 
marked a preference thereon with one instrument and having 
thought of making a change therein he significantly took up 
another writing instrument and also used a different writing 
mutearial Thereafter he made that, change not plainly but by 
overwriting and tampering with the original in such a manner 
that the experts have both consistently termed it ns pen-paint- 
ing. 

Yet again, the curiously uniform use of Roman figures in 
the markings in these four disputed postal respondent ballot 
papers alone deserves particular highlighting. YVhile the other 
four are consistently and uniformly marked In Indian Inter- 
national numerals bearing a single preference vote therein, 
these alone have been so marked in Roman numerals and 
carry a twin preference. The categoric evidence of the four 
witnesses is that, they marked their solitary first preference in 
Indian international numerals and not in Roman numerals. 
Why is it (hat these four disputed ballot papers alone bear 
Roman numerals ? How was it that these four voters by 
a curious coincidence, confined in the Tihar, Patiala and 
Jullundur jails by a telepathic communication of mind chose 
to use Roman numerals only for their marking without excep- 
tion and in sharp contrast to the other four. When all the 
aforesaid host of circumstantial factors are viewed together 
there appears to be no escape from the conclusion that (he 
overwriting altering and tampering with the four disputed 
ballot papers has been made later by a person or persons 
after they had left the custody of their original authors. The 
fundamental imprint of a common forgery an aTl these four 
ballot papers is writ large on the face of it. In deed, the 
chain of circumstantial factors noticed above alone leads lo 
no other hypothesis except of a blatant and designed tamper- 
ing with the four disputed postal bn Hot papers. 

To conclude herein ihc light of the fundamental 
factors noticed in the earlier part of (his judgment, and in 
view of the unimpeachable direct oral testimony coupled with 
the expert evidence to be held that the election-petitioners 
have been and unerring circumstantial factors it has able to 
conclusively establish the case, which they had set out to 
prove under the heads of issue Nos, 2 and 3. Before arriving 
at the ftnul finding on these two issues it is perhaps fair to 
make a passing reference to some hyper-technical objections 
and finical arguments raised on behalf of respondent No. 1. 
despite the factual findings arrived at above. The learned 
counsel had contended though half-heartedly thal even if it 
be established that the four disputed ballot papers were forged 
and tampered with and the original first preference votes cast 
in favour of respondent No. 4 had been fraudulently converted 
into second preferences and incriminating additions of firsl 
preference in favour of respondent No. 1 had been made, 
nevertheless the wrong could not now be righted and the 
election of respondent No. 1 could not be set aside. I am 
wholly unable to agree with such a contention which with 
respect appears to be frivolous. But nevertheless the compli- 
ment of a rational refutation may be extended to it on the 
basis of the statutory provisions itself. A reference may first 
be made to sections- KM) (I) (d) (iii) and (iv), which arc ob- 
viously attracted to the case, for facility of reference, these 
may be first set down : — 

“100 (1) Subject to the provisions of sub-section 

(2) if the High Court is of opinion — 
x x 

(d) that the result of the election, in so far as it con- 
cerns a returned candidate, has been materially affec- 
ted — 

x x 

(ii) by the improper reception, refusal or rejection of 
any vote or the reception of any vote which is 
void, or 

(iv) by any non-compliance with the provisions of the 
Constitution or of this 1 Act or any rules or orders 
made under this Act, the High Court shall declare 
the election of the returned candidate to he void’’. 

of patent relevance is also Rule-27 (3) of the Conduct of 
Election Rules, 1961, which enjoins in mandatory terms that 
the Reluming Officer shall keep in safe custody untill (he 


commencement of the counting of votes all covers containing 
postal ballot papers received by him. 

No on the factual finding it is plain that here in the basic 
rule of safe custody of the scrosanct ballot papers has not 
merely suffered by non-compliance but in fact there has been 
a blatant and offensive violation thereof It is only by the 
infraction of the said safeguard that the postal ballot papers 
have been tampered with and the will and the intention of 
the voter twisted deliberately. On the factual findings of bla- 
lant tampering in the case, therefore, the provisions of sec- 
tion 100 (I) (d) (iv) arc clearly attracted that a tech- 
nical or legalistic view of (his provision is to be avoided 
is manifest from the observations in Durga Shankar Mehta 
V. Tahakur Raghuraj Singh A, I, R. 1954 Supreme Court 
520 relying upon which their lordships in the recent case 
of Mohinder Singh Gill V. Chief Election Commissioner 
1978 (1) Supreme Court cases 405, held as follows : — 

“li falls wilhin Section 100 (1) (d) (iv). A generous, 
purpose-oricnled, literally informed statutory inter- 
pretation spreads the wings of ‘non-compliance’ 
wide enough, to bring in all contraventions, ex- 
cesses, breaches and subversions.” 

Again, once the factual finding is arrived at that the 
voters of the four disputed ballot papers had cast a single 
preference vote in favour of respondent No. 4, then it is 
plain thal if the said four postal ballot papers were rece- 
ived in favour of respondent No. 1 because of the crimi- 
nal tampering therewith the case would come clearly wilhin 
the ‘improper receplion’ of the said vole. The counting 
of these four disputed ballot papers as first preference votes 
in favour of respondent No. 1, would, therefore, be obvious- 
ly hit by section 100 (1) (d) (iii). 

in the light of the aforesaid factual and legal position, 
issue No. 2 is decided in favour of the election petitioners, 
it is held thereunder that the four disputed ballot papers 
were unauthorisedly tampered with afier the four voters 
had marked their single first preference votes in favour of 
the respondent No. 4 and these were subsequently con- 
verted into first preference in favour of respondent No. 1 
and second preference in favour of respondent No. 4. This 
has plainly and admittedly materially affected the result 
of the election so far as it concerns the relumed candidate, 
The mischief is clearly within section 100( 1 )(d)(iv) and the 
necessary result, therefore, is thal the eleclion of the returned 
candidate Sardar Raghbir Singh Gill, respondent No. 1 is 
hereby declared void. 


Issue No. 3 on the aforesaid findings, has again to be de- 
cided entirely in favour of the election petitioners. The four 
disputed ballot papers were wrongly and improperly received 
in favour of the returned candidate Sardar Raghbir Singh 
Gill as first preference votes. The inevitable effect of that 
is that respondent No. 1 was wrongly declared election lo 
the Rajya Sabba. It is obvious thal the result of the election 
so far as the returned candidate is concerned has been 
materially affected by this infraction of section 100(l)(d) 
(iii). If in accordance with the clearly marked original inlen 
tion of the four voters the disputed postal ballol 
papers were to be correctly counted <n favour of 
respondent No. 4, he would have straight away 
secured more than the ascertained quota of votes and would 
ire entitled to be declared elected. In that ventuality, no 
question of any second preference votes would arise. Con- 
sequently the inevitable effect of this is lhat there has been 
a clear violation of section 100(1 ) (d) (iii ) and the election 
of the returned candidate is, therefore, void on this ground 
as well. 


Issue No. 5 

Though wide-ranging allegations, casting a net indeed wide, 
were made in the election petition, even at the stage of the 
framing of issues the learned counsel lor the election peti- 
tioners had conceded that the only triable issue, which could 
arise was confined lo respondent No. I having obtained the 
assistance of the Returning Officer of the election (a Gaze- 
tted Officer) for the furtherance of the prospects of his elec- 
tion. 
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The niaioi \t<i part of section 123(7) of the Representation 
of People Act i- in the following terms : — 

"123. The following shall Ire deemed to be corrupt 
p:.ictiees lor the purposes of this Act : — 

X X 

(7) The obtaining or procuring or abetting or ultem- 
pling to obtain or procure by a candidate or his 
agent or, by any other person with the consent 
of a candidate or his election agent, any assis- 
tance (other than the giving of vote) for the 
furtherance of the prospects of that candidate's 
election from any person in the service of the 
Government mu’ belonging to any of the follow- 
ing classes, namely 

(a) gazetted ollicer ; x x” 

It is plain from a bare reading of the aforesaid provisions 
that stringent conditions have to be satisfied before respon- 
dent No. 1 cun be brought within the ambit of the ‘corrupt 
practice' aforesaid. The misconduct alleged must be by the 
candidate himself or his agent or with his express consent. 
Now' (he significant thing herein is that neither of the Iwo 
election petitioners have chosen to step into the witness 

box in support of the allegations, which they IcvelTcd against 
respondent No. 1 for procuring the assistance of Sardar 
Partap Singh, the Returning Officer of the election. The 
allegations made in the election petition in this regard were 
obviously denied and controverted on behalf of respondent 
No. 1. The election petitioners apart from not themselves 
stepping ini® the witness box have called in no evidence 

directly implicating the Returninij Officer or respondent No. 1 
for the established tampering with the four disputed ballot 
papers. Even in the election itself it was candidly conceded 

on their behalf that they coufd not precisely and in detail 

lay down the mode and manner in which this tampering has 
been done and by which particular hand, though wide-rang- 
ing suspicions were attributed. 

On the other hand, respondent No. 1, put into the witness 
box R W. 1 Sardnr Partap Singh, Secretary, Punjab Vidhan 
Sabha, who was the Returning Officer for this biennial elec- 
tion. He deposed that 7 of the postal ballot papers were 
received by him through registered post from the respective 
superintendents of jails, whife Superintendent of Jail, Nablia, 
sent one postal ballot paper through a special messenger. 

The witness stated that the aforesaid ballot papers were 

received in large envelopes bearing seals, but he could not 
recall whal scale they bore. He produced the 
aforesaid envelopes and further deposed that the postal 
ballot papers were originally received by the Persona] Assis- 
tant Shri Dharam Singh Ojla, who later entrusted them to 

him and he kept them in safe-custody in an nlmirah in 

his room, the key of which remained with him In his 
cross-examination it was put to him that in the course of 
counting Shri M. S. Khaira, Advocate, had openly expressed 
his surprise over Ihc four of the postal ballot papers being 
marked in the unusual manner. The witness was confronted 
with the fi'iir disputed ballot papers, but stated that in this 
opinion there was no overwriting or unusual feature mark 
thereon, despite the consistent expert testimony on the. point. 
He. however, conceded that on the remaining four postal 
ballot papers the manner of marking was different from that 
on the four disputed ballot papers and he had noticed the 
dissimilarity between the markings at the time of counting. 
Nevertheless he denied that Shri M. S. Khaira had expressed 
his surprise to him on this very dissimilarity. 

The witness stated that he was appointed in his present 
I vast in an officiating capacity on October I, 1974, and re- 
mained on probation for a period of I \ years and was con- 
firmed after the election in Ihe month of June, 1976, while 
in May, 1976 his period of probation was extended rcstros- 
pcctivcly with effect from December, 1975. He admitted 
that the normal period of probation in his case was one year 
only, which had ended in December, 1975. Tn fact he con- 
ceded (hat at the material time of the election though his 
normal period of probation had expired lie had neither been 
confirmed nor the period of probation extended. He con- 
ceded that his confirmation was to take place onl'v on the 
recommendation of the Speaker, but he could not give the 
date and month when the Speaker recommended his case 


for confirmation. The witness denied ^knowledge about the 
Speaker having made any adverse report regarding his work 
and conduct and admitted that the final decision for confirma- 
tion or reversion to the original post lay with the Chief 
Minister. He stated that he had made no representation to 
Ihe Chief Minister with regard to the delay in his confirma- 
tion. The witness stated that he was aware of the strength 
of various political parties in Ihe Punjab Vidhan Sabha at 
the time of the election and on that basis he was conscious 
that the contest between Sardar Gurcharan Singh Tohra and 
Sardar Raghbir Singh Gill was a keen one. However, he 
denied that because of the strength of the political parties 
in lire Assembly, the result of the election was bound to 
turn on the basis of Ihe postal ballot papers. He also con- 
ceded that ihe postal ballot papers were distinguishable from 
the other ballot papers because those personally present 
had marked the same with a red pencil while no such uni- 
form writing material was provided for the marking of the 
postal ballot papers by the detenus in custody. The witness 
denied knowledge about Sardar Raghbir Singh Gill, respon- 
dent No. I, being Ihe candidate of Giani Zaii Singh, the 
then Chief Minister, or because of this he had helped him 
in Ihe course of election and colluded wilh respondent No. 1 
and Giani Zail Singh for tampering with the postal ballot 
papers in favour of the returned candidate. He further 
denied that in order to advance his career prospects and 
confirmation he had obliged the Chief Minister in this re- 
gard. The witness further admitted that the ballot papers 
were received from the 18th to 22nd and 23rd, 24th till 
26th March, 1976 in his office. He denied that the four 
disputed ballot papers had been originally received with a 
single first preference marking in favour of Sardar Gur- 
charan Singh Tohra, respondent No. 4 and that he had 
connived with others in tampering and altering them to a 
second preference for Sardar Gurcharan Singh Tohra and 
adding the first preference to the returned candidate at the 
instance ol' the latter and also of the Chief Minister, Giani 
Zail Singh. 

That is all the evidence on this issue of corrupt practice 
levelled against respondent No. 1. Now there is no manner 
of doubt that the blatant, and if one may say so, criminal 
tampering with the sacrosanct elective process must necessarily 
have been done secretively and surreptitiously. The election 
petitioners were candidate enough in para 18 of the (fic- 
tion petition itself to slate that they were not in a position 
to aver and state the exact method and Process adopted by the 
Returning Officer and his accomplices to tamper with the 
postal' ballot papers. Nevertheless, as noticed earlier, the 
election petitioners cast a very wide net of suspicions in- 
deed. A conspiracy to do the tampering was not merely 
laid at the door of respondent No. 1, but included in its 
sweep the then Chiof Minister of Punjab, Giani Zail Singh, 
three unnamed Superintendents of Jails of Sangrur, Patiala 
and Nabha, one Tirath Singh Sobti, a former Sub Post- 
master and Secretary of the Union of Postal Employees at 
Chandigarh and a host of unnamed accomplices, tn para-24 
of the election petition the gravamen of the charge seemi 
to be laid at the door of the then Chief Minister himself, 
who is alleged to have sponsored the candidature of respon- 
dent No. I. with such vide ranging allegations the evidence 
led by the election petitioner" on the point is nevertheless, 
infinitesmal if not virtually nil. As stated earlier, on this 
issue both of the election petitioners were remiss in either 
not stepping into the witness box if the matter was within 
their personal knowledge or even choosing to examine any 
witness directly on this point. The allegations in the elec- 
tion petition having been denied there is consequently vir- 
tually no evidence in support of the allegations of the corrupt 
practice except what has been allotted in the cross-exami- 
nation of R. W. 1 Sardar Partap Singh and some of the 
circumstantial factors, which are not in dispute. Therefrom 
it has been established that at the material time R. W. 1 
Sardar Partap Singh was in a very valuable position with 
regard to his service, and was precariously perched with 
regard to his confirmation to the post or otherwise. Again, 
all the circumstantial factors are a pointer to the fact that 
the fradulent changes in these four disputed ballot papers 
were made at one time, long after they had left the original 
authors, and were made ' by the same forger after they 
had probably reached atleast the office, if not the actual 
custody of the Returning Officer. This is so, because as 
already held, the fundamental imprint of a common forgery 
on all the four ballot papers is manifest. Despite the aura 
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of suspicion raised it has to be firmly born in mind that 
one is dealing with a quasi-criminal charge, which mu L be 
proved, if not beyond reasonable doubt, but something very 
near thereto. That massive weight of proof herein is ob- 
viously lacking and it has to be regreatfully held that the 
identity of the criminal hand, which tampered the four dis- 
puted ballot papers cannot be determined with any degree 
of fjertainty. In my experience, this is the first case in 
which a blatant *P 94 rigging of the country's fair elective 
process had not merely been attempted, but in effect virtually 
succeeded hut for the diligence of the election petitioners. 
Apart from the paucity of evidence it has also to be shown 
as a matter of law that the obtaining of the unauthorised 
assistance from the Gazetted Officer for the furtherance of 
the prospects of election has to be directly by the candi- 
date himself for his ajjtent or with his express consent. On 
the present state of evidence neither of these legal requisites 
stand satisfied. 

On the present pleadings and the evidence there appears to 
be no choice except holding that the charge of corrupt prac- 
tice levelled against respondent No. 1 has not been established. 
Issue No. 5 is accordingly decided against the election-peti- 
tions. 

Issue No. 6.— On the categoric findings of fact arrived at 
above, it is now the obvious position that the four disputed 
ballot papers were cast with a single preference vote in 
favour of respondent No. 4 by Sardar Surjit Singh Barnala. 
Sardar Jagdev Singh, Talwandi, Sardar Jaswinder Singh Brar 
and Sardar Parkash Singh Badal. On this factual premise the 
election petitioners are obviously entitled to succeed under this 
issue. 

Nevertheless, legalistic and, if I may say so, even unten- 
able arguments were still raised on behalf of P. 95 respondent 
No. 1 despile the aforesaid factual finding. The learned coun- 
sel virtually contended that a successful rigging of the elective 
process, as in the present case, was beyond the pale of the 
law and the four disputed ballot papers cannot be counted in 
favour of respondent No. 4 despite the clearest intent of the 
voters to the same effect. By way of analogy, reference was 
sought to be placed on Rule 73(2) (d) of the conduct of 

Election Rules, 1961, for contending that in case of the 

identification of the voter the ballot paper should be declared 
invalid by the Returning Officer. I am unable to appreciate 
how the Conduct of Election Rules, 1961, is attracted to the 
powers of the Election Court and how the fetters, if any, 

placed on the Returning Officer are also to be transplanted 

on this Court after a detailed trial and factual enquiry with re- 
gard thereto. I am of the view on principal that the election 
Court is and cannot be equated with merely a Returning 
Officer or the analogy drawn from his limitations extended 
to it. However, if authority was needed for this plain pro- 
position, it is also available in the following forthnight 
observations of Krishna Iyer ,T. in Mohinder Singh Gill v. 
Chief Election Commissioner, 1978 (t) Supreme Court Cases, 
405 at page 450 : — - 

"The solution to this disturbing string of interrogations is 
simple, given a creative reading of P, 96 implied 
powers writ invisibly, yet viably, into the larger 

jurisdiction under Section 98. Law transcends 

legalism when life is baffled by surprise situations. 
In this larger view and in accordance with the well- 
established doctrine of implied powers we think the 
Court can and if justified, shall do, by the 

command, all that is necessary to repair the injury 
and_ make the remedy realisable. Courts are not 
luminous angels beating their golden wings in the 
void but operational authority sanctioning everything 
to fulfil the trust of the rule of law." 

The supposed legal hurdle unsuccessfully sought to be erected 
being out of the way, it is, therefore, now the admitted 
position that even excluding the four ballot papers, wherein 
the first preferences were cast in his favour by the voters, 
Sardcr Gurcharan Singh Tohra, respondent No. 4, had secur- 
ed 23 first preferences voters in the first count, Wien the 
aforesaid four disputed ballot papers are counted in favour 
of this respondent, as they inevitably must be, and added to 
hia tally of voters on the aforesaid findings, then he would 
have received on the first count 27 first preference voles. 
It is not in dispute that the ascertained quota in the election 
was 25.51 votes, It has, therefore, to be held that in actual 


effect respondent No. 4, Sardar Gurcharan Singh Tohra, re- 
ceived the requisite majority of the valid votes, namely, 
27 first preference votes being above ascertained quota and 
was, therefore, entitled to be declared elected on the basis 
of the first count alone. His tally would, therefore, far out- 
weigh the 19 first preferences votes, which alone should have 
been counted in favour of P. 97 respondent No. 1 alter lhe 
first count. Issue No. 6 is hence decided in favour of the 
election petitioners. Accordingly, under section 101 of 
the Representation of the People Act 7 [ declare the res- 

pondent No. 4, Sardar Gurcharan Singh Tohra to have been 
duly elected lo the Rajya Sabha. The election of respondent 
No. 1, tire returned candidate, has already been declared void 
under issues Nos. 2 and 3. 

The election petition succeeds. The election of respondent 
No, I, Sardar Raglibir Singh Gill, is hereby set aside and 
inslead respondent No. 4, Sardar Gurcharan Singh Tohra, is 
declared as duly elected to the Rajya Sabha from the Punjab 
Legislative Assembly constituency. The petitioners are entitled 
to their costs. Counsel’s fee is assessed at Rs. 1,500 only. 

Sd/- S. S. SANDHAWAL1A, Judge 

8lh June, 1978. 
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(TTaTTW fabm) 

fffftpft, 13^srrf, 1978 

WTo 2159. — 3 TTTT T , HTt'CTl’T RET bffiftppT, 
1809 ( 1899) STf l) birr 9 7ft tJTOTTT '( 1 ) $ VR (v) 
IKT bTA WfYrifY WTT bfiPT TErT Jir j irTtRT tri<fl'VT 5TTARET «ftlf 
RfbFrq’iT, 1972 % trsffff tTst bnfm rtttcr- Yrx TTttfPrrt 
inr srrft 7 ?t fhrfffaftrff xvtt «fr t iff ft tt truTtf ^TT'T-ypF 
ft at fcft | : — 

(tt) fY^fNf'rr % >fft orTfr 7ft ffit Ttftf : — 

( 1 ) ft faffirr % RT4 SITffi WfbR ; 

( 2 ) friErmff % bbb *t stoirf im beit 7ft pf 

bfYtjPr; 

(3) 5%4rrf %T TTtEET fair ipr ffffaTt SEPT 7ft 

(4) jfH iro 'Tsmrt fiff urrft 7 ft *rit tttw % uet 

fift «ppft; 

(5) iiw % ftrp fburiT rrnrtft % wm *rrf 47 set 

sglfj 7?t 4Efft 5 ft jfti IRl TT4TT fanr JflT £j ; 

(6) Tf bfqrtf'PT WrfRT Iff qTprt : 

( 7 ) btf 4rt flTfenff % Ptu qemTT dtt sett r^rr, 
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(km 3 (ii)] 'dm vi 

(v) Wrftra fa kw rut % fat; ftRr*t*RT wksw 
wfRf vt orkr k Ttfri; — 

( 1 ) faRT<T*m Tt rnwffa vtchi^T w 
5TW fatThT flk fart JT«TR; 

(2) fdRr^Rl % sra fw amkr sr*tR; 

(3) f*r*;rTT?R'f if srw srfatjfa wk fawrt Otmt; 

( 4 ) faRtufkl kdflfr cTTT 4Fg *PTRT ¥t dm faTTg- 

tTRl fTdT *W TO^kf & RW mid 9 fat; 

( 5) *rr*T d?ff d *prtr 3 Ttr fogrpfaf, swrtjkrai 
?r«n guffaw *fr sts-tir nr wfir irk ®R 51 
tregiri tfr iW i?r ffaPfTRT % 

( e ) wnr, 5"pf wk BmrPt sr*rR dtr 

d^ft ; 

( 7 ) ftRUnjRt fa tfR % dR IRT fan Un RWTirt 
irrr hth nk Bfak fa *njfa; 

(s) dR % RTR- T n?T % wfa'trfR Tidid % fat; srfw?: 
fa d^tfr ; 

( 9) «TTf >r fa df fa# fa ijfa fa did* wnfi 

% ddid dr tVxrt; fa d^tff; 

(10) gsri % d!W fafar, dm Ttfatrk % wfa d«R 

ffa %rr ejtff fa % tffadR % ffaW df 

(11) 3m dd (10) if dfarfad Pm fat witi 
*k fat; dir srffarfa ffafar; 

(d) pRdfafad d^ STW tddt % fair 'dTdTddf W?t OTTO 
fa fa; Tdtd; 

( 1 ) ffatTtRrfa IRT fdTdTdd it TO fa fa tfk 
riJTUmu dddf % TTd ddr fa fa dPff % *dd 
srk fawd jr# Tdrd aft 'drdTWd %■ irra 
$*5>; 

(2) 4n sdd wk ffak % irffarg fa ^drdTddt tr 

JTWT'nr; 

(d) fdddfafad fa dk % drifarfTdf fa drft fa fa tdtd'; 

( 1 ) fa# % ddfarftdf $% mftdT, fdRrdT *r(<far 
drtfr wk dRTt twdff %■ ddfr dfrRjfd Fr^tr i 

( 2 ) dddTTdf, dWft, dJ^fad dk 4dd dftJWT % «I 
nr ft, d'rfr ?ft nrk dr zz nrrd % <frw dk % 
drddrf Rrt tt dd% ^fd dtt j 

(3) drar da, wkt dtm dk tdd *rat drwfad 
and df dtf % <*nfarfkff tt rpjtft; 

( 4) adFd dfaid fdfa df d'rt ^wTTfkft d d^fr; 

(5) vti % dddTfTdr d vrrftd tOr srfadfadf 
dgat; 

(r-) fatdfafad rmak dk «dd dddfad'f dk wrfriPr 
df Trfrd'; 

(1) dta dr fawd dddT di^Tddr dddTd d aa if 

dRrrt d ddd Wd; 
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(2) kflafrr ddR, fawa srdR, m dddtd ddR 
aar danf vx d^ tnanfr at *aa dddfadf d 

WM vk*H ; 

(d) Ifftd Tdtd — 

'(1) wrdnftd-wkdd JTdTr, triad ok snwtrdt 
fdard tt dti «ft aw dard; 

(2) drdTdtd ddddt ar fat; aw drkdf aft *rm 
sdfadd’f tr fadT ddr fawd i 

(3) dTd-^^f ^r draw |g; srefiWT ^aft it wm vi 
nrfa % dtffad d ^dPfdd't d fat; ddfaefid; 

'(4) andfad dkfad trk addfad aaaraat afr aadr 

■ i i i aa^df % faa»d d^ diRr Tara ) 

( 5) ddd'Td Jr Pda an «trn ^ fddd d^ dW raid I 
[do lS/RFd/ddo go 33/13/78-ddo sto] 
ddo ato rraraardr, art dfad 


MINISTRY OF FINANCE 
(Department of Revenue I 
New Delhi, the 13th July, 1978. 

ORDER 
STAMPS 

S.O. 2159 In exercise of the powers conferred by clause 

(a) of sub-section (1) of section 9 of the Indian Stamp Act, 
1899 (2 of 1899), the Central Government hereby remits the 
stamp duty chargeable on the following types of receipts is- 
sued by the Gujarat Rural Housing Board, Gandhinagar con- 
stituted under the Gujarat Rural Housing Board Act, 1972: — 

(a) receipts issued to the contractors for ; — 

(i) earnest moneys received from contractors with the 
tenders; 

(ii) security deposits from contractors in connection 
with tenders; 

(iii) cost of tender forms/supplied to the contractors ; 

(iv) stamp fees in respect of tenancy agreements and 

other parlies ; 

(v) recovery of freight and other expenses paid by the 

Board on building materials for works; 

(vi) recovery of fines imposed on contractors; 

(vii) deposits from parties for damage to the assets of 
the Board; 

(b) receipts issned to the tenants and other parties for 
moneys received on account of : — 

(i) rent and service charges received from the tenants 

in respect of the tenements allotted to them ; 

(ii) electricity consumption charges received from the 
tenants; 

(iii) tenancy and electricity deposits received from the 
tenants; 

(iv) stamp fees inrespect of tenancy agreements and 
other agreements received from the tenants and 
other parties; 

(v) recovery from the tenants towards cost of missing 

articles, breakage and damage to the fixures, fit- 
tings and furniture provided in the tenements ; 

(vi) recovery of cost of suits, diytress warrants and exe- 

cution charges; 

(vii) recovery of deposits and cost of works carried out 
by the Board on behelf of the tenants; 
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(viii) recovery of compensation for unauthorised use of 
Board’s tenements; 

(lx) recovery of ground rent from the parties in res- 
pect of Board’s lands leased on hire; 

(x) recovery on account of sale of right of removing 
fruits from the trees, cutting and removing grass 
and removing fallen trees; 

(xi) security deposits from the parties on account of 
sale as mentioned in item (x) above; 

(c) receipts issued to the courts for moneys received on 
account of : — 

(i) amounts received from ihc courts on account 

of cost of suits and deposits, deposited by the 
tenants in the court and also court bbattas; 

(ii) amounts received from the courts on a account of 
refund of cost of suits and deposits; 

(d) receipts issued to the Board’s employee on account 
of:— 

(i) security deposits from the Board’s employees such 

as cashiers, rent collectors and store-keepers ; 

(ii) recovery from the Board’s employees on account 

of value of tools and plants, furniture and other 
articles lost by theft or breakage; 

(iii) recovery from Board’s employees of excess pay- 

ment on account of travelling allowance, leave 
salary and other allowances; 

(iv) recovery from Board’s employees of account of 
contribution to General Provident Fund; 

(v) recovery from Board’s employee on account of 
fines and forfeitures; 

(e) receipts issued to Government and other offices on 
account of : — 

(1) money received from Government in the form of 
loans or deposits or grant-in-aid ; 

(ii) money received from the Government and other 
offices on accounts of telephone charges, electri- 
city charges, water consumption charges and sca- 
venging taxes; 

(f) miscellaneous receipts : — 

(I) moneys received by the Board on account of sale 
of residential application forms, plans and estimates; 

(ii) deposits taken from the persons in respect of appli- 
cations received for residential accommodation; 

(ill) deposits taken from the persons for the purpose of 
keeping names on the waiting lists for allotment 
of tenements; 

(iv) money received on account of sale of unservice- 
able articles of office furniture and office equipment; 

(v) money received on account of sale of used bags, 

[No. 15 /Stamps /F. No. 33/13/78-ST1 

S. D. RAMASWAMY, Under Secy. 
nff'TWfr, 7 1978 

0tT° WTo 2100 . — fTR4T-T[00r wfsrffilpT, 

J 9 5 3 ( 1 9 5 3 0T 34) SIFT 4 0?) 3PTUKT (2ft) JTTT SBPT 

.vffiRPf) snfm wrtr jtt, 0ft * fpr ( 2 ) 

if rtftpr rtr rfhf (r4Ft) rd 

( 3 ) if RTOtBR fipfW (r4)oi ) 

07 VT if fif(j 3 r t ■nxdl ^ : — 




r.r vi40tT- (xpfhr) rpRtn frpRnr (xpfF=r) 


4 ° 0 H RITRrtPT, JPPTT-R 

TT RTWIMH JJWPR 


tlfijel 

(if " " ~(2) 

( 3 ) 

1 . RW-’try rrw (wtft), 

RRr-v[f 5 fr f>pfa<F; (xpfFr), 

VMKI 1 

STFRT 1 

2 . RUHR (xptft ) , 


*< 31 ?! gR 1 

1 1 

3 , RR- 0 F; XTPJ 0 FT (xRFt), 

R'RT-Vjy^r fatfsRt (R# 3 ), 

1 

RiJ-WT 1 

4 , strict ( ^rfr^r ) , 

R'RT-VpT fiR 3 R 7 (RTfa), 

k RtR tTTR-II, ^TRR 1 

$ 4 TRT? 1 

5 . XTPT- 0 TT RPJRT (tRfB), 

fPRr- 0 [? 0 t fRust (trfFr), 


hlnspf) i 

6 . RRRTT xrr'ffd (tpfhT), 

fiRFfift (rDt), 


SRftTTT: 1 

7 . rr-tf xnfjxtr (xpfFr), 

4 rRT-IIJf 07 pRfFfT ( crfr-T ) , 

III, RWrt 1 

FJRlI 1 

8 . rr- 4 F RPjXR (trfFr), 

ipRT-tjw f>R* 4 ? (rtIft), 

I, 0 tR 0 t^T 1 

0 FRfTT 1 

9 . trrgJfixRfjpt (xrfFr), 

ffiRT-RfTt fWjR. ( ) , 

ft«n- 5 , rtf ftwft 1 

•rf fx? 4 i i 

10 . RR- 07 TRRj¥T (RiW), 

trm-'ipfr firduft (rttr), 

l.RfJRRTC 1 

R^RTW 1 

11 . RW- 0 PT RPJ 0 * (xofw), 

BW-'tJW fTtfST (xrflFT), 

< 01(141 1 

1 

12 . RR- 0 F RTEJW (xrfFT), 

WtHJW fThRip (xrJw), 

l trYr: i 

xrxTlT i 

13 . RR- 4 TX (r 4 Ft), 

tRTT-vf?* fT 4 tr<p (srltvr), 

,MRfFl 4 1 

M o *f | 

14 . RR- 0 F: RBJW (iritR), 

?R 4 T- 0 [?*F FR 5 Rt ( '’RT'T) j 

[ i 

i 

15 . RR- 0 F RPJffl (RdtR), 

fTRT- 0 [e 07 (wfRl), 

1 

3 tt£TJX 1 

16 . RR- 0 F RFJTT (wDr), 

iPRT-iip 0 r (rtYt), 

0 TPTp: 1 

TPTft 1 

17 . RR-'TF RRffl (R'fl'T), 

f-r 4 sit (rtIt), 

II, WRfh: i 

WTRlX 1 

18 . PR- 0 TT VF( 4 d (W'fhr), 

fndxT' ( softer ) j 

1 

tprffRR 1 

19 . RR- 0 F Rl^fl (RTW), 

4441-^701 firtiiSTr ( xrfrsr ) , 

1 

R 0 R 3 ; 1 

20 . RRRF RRV 4 (arffR), 

Rs 4 T hi 4 4 T ) , 

I, R 3 TR 1 

l 

21 . RR- 0 FRR 4 T (RTF!), 

4 'Rr-^ 0 t fdir^ (wtpt), 

ifts l 

4 X 5 1 

22 - RR- 4 FRFJTT Tt , 

iRTT-Vrl'T (RTiH), 

RtR I, SR’k 1 ' 

T- 43 T 1 

23 . RR-TT RPW ( W ; , 

rpm-ijrgt (xrfin). 

RSg gTW 11 , 1 





1 2 3 


2 4, XTPT-T T STUm (W'ffsr) 

tT T r?T-!Jv'F 

fTq"i?f»6 (trrt^r) 

TfotHT 1 

TfbTPTT 1 

2 5. ’TPT-TT YPJ4T ( XlfftT ) 

Trm-y[W 

PftDPF (TCTiTT) 

T4 1 

’ 1 


2G- 3TFr-CT SITiJ'fT (WTT) 

TT7Tr- II (?Y 


TFFJ7 1 

1W 1 



2. it? i o jjsnf, ] 9 7 s qir strn itX; 1 

['To 2 3 7 9/7 8/thl 0 #0 307/8/7 8-fl o su] 

New Delhi, the 7lh July, 1978 
ESTATE DUTY 


unr-^fl 

wto 216 j — %^fnr sew tt *fr#, *tptct rrw; wftr- 

pT<r«T, 1953 ( 1953 TT 34) 1?) HTO 4 spl TT9TTT ( 2V) 

STTj ar?r wfanff mr mfUT J trrt wk ttt hdur tt PreRT 
*r*fr uftr^mrt wk nM t?i tutt htt?) jt(, fakr 

kr £ f% fkrfa-far $ PFU (2) *f fckfkl 4Ttr- 

HTtJT APT htcpxt VpF *rik pPTeTTfi TF JJflTT strfapfi *7? 
fftTIT % Tit if WTTT wfixPn TT STd'ET T^T, pTT*fT SPRT 
nEjtjrr % prc-ff ( 3 ) ij dffTHl ufafe fafcfkz tt^fpp 
tjsr? Pnrtm ira tjFprr ypr % fav froflkr jjr 
W Pi 5tW FT 3 ? IT TTfSTT {ft I 

"TO* 


S.O. 2160,— Tn exercise of the powers conferred hv sub- 
section (2 A) of section 4 of the Estate Duty Act, 1953 (34 of 
1953), the Central Government hereby appoints the Commis- 
sioners of Income-tax (Appeals) of charges specified in column 
(2) of the Scheduled below as Appellate Controllers of Estate 
Duty of the charges specified in column (3) thereof : — 


SCHEDULE 


SI. 

Charges of Commissioners 

Charges of Appellate Con- 

No, 

of Income-tax (Appeals) 
with headquarters 

trollers of Estate Duty with 
headquarters 

1 

2 

3 

1. 

Commissioner of Income- 
tax (Appeals), Agra 

Appellate Controller of Estat- 
Duty with headquarters at 
Agra. 

2, 

-do- Allahabad 

-do- Allahabad 

3. 

-do- Amritsar 

-do- Amritsar 

4. 

-do- Andhra Pradesh-11, 
Hyderabad 

-do- Hyderabad 

5. 

-do- Gauhati 

-do- Gauhati 

6. 

-do- Jamshedpur 

-do- Jamshedpur 

7. 

-do- III, Bombay 

-do- Bombay 

8. 

-do- VI, Calcutta 

-do- Calcutta 

9. 

-do- Delhi- V, New Delhi 

-do- New Delhi 

10. 

-do- 1, Ahmedabad 

-do- Ahmedabad 

11. 

-do- Baroda 

-do- Baroda 

12. 

-do- Rajkot 

-do- Rajkot 

13. 

-do- Chandigarh 

-do- Chandigarh 

14. 

-do- Jaipur 

-do- Jaipur 

15. 

-do- Jodhpur 

-do- Jodhpur 

16. 

-do- Kanpur 

-do- Kanpur 

17. 

-do- II, Bangalore 

-do- Bangalore 

18. 

-do- Ernakulam 

-do- Ernakulam 

19. 

Commissioner of Income- 
tax, (Appeals), Lucknow 

Appellate Controller of Estate 
Duty with headquarters at 
Lucknow. 

20, 

-do- I, Madras 

-do- Madras 

21. 

-do- Meerut 

-do- Meerut 

22. 

-do- Madhya Pradesh-I, 
Indore 

-do- Indore 

23. 

-do- Madhya Pradesh-I f, 
Jabalpur 

-do- Jabalpur 

24. 

-do- Patiala 

-do- Patiala 

25. 

-do- Pune 

-do- Pune 

26. 

-do- Nagpur 

-do- Nagpur 


2. This notification will come into force with cllect from 
10th July, 1978. 


tut 1(341 ypr xrfuY rfVttT 

I 2 3 

1 . trmr . rrmr ipr fatra^, r-rkt qr) 

vfbYTfkT % 4kx tprt 
tfuter ijfTt 1 

2. WTtfTTTT TTPTTT f(Pf fW/T, WeffTTC 

wptrrrPTT % wutt H«fl' ftt w 
fpPTTT f[W PlTant I 

.3. ttfttt (jw fasrrr, xnjtftn: 

wfufifki % tfrur tt 4? frpjT'f 
TtFETT IpT PFT5TT I 

4 . knarra « . nrTn fkRT, ttumr qfY 

wfsmftrr -rftrpr R*fr ^rq-jt 
*r«rtr Ptwe 1 

5. nTriPl 4 *3 41 tlJW t 3 T 3 T3T', rfl^ieT 4?) 

*rfkTnft7TT * »rhTT tsr*fl tt^itw 

TTWTTT VJW f-PT^tT I 

fi. trmik’jT . tttttt jpp Ppttt, wTrekjr <t 

WftrTTTfW % KphT tt 4? TTjtWP 
TTTT4T »]W PEEPE I 

7. tj«ri( . jrrr^T vp^r ftRijT, ijurf »ift *rfir- 

TTfCn % «ftdT tTtfl TtlfFTT 
Tinm PpdCp | 

a. TT4ttrr . Trrqn ypr fadepf, TffTtr t>tpt 

iff ’TlOTTf"IT : r «f)TT TTVI 
TT^PT^ ’TrrpiT ipT fhdW I 
9. JEFTl »p*F Ppj^P, fr^ff 5tk 

ferrt (i^hr) 4?) trftpptktn 
% ' 4 k 3 ; TTffr TnrPPP TEPITT WFTi 
frw4r 1 

10. urdWTR . TTFTTI IJW pTd^T, SpRTTPT T?f 

ttf U 4‘ I feu I % U i e T Tr*ft TTpTTTt 
TTFUT pTtTaY I 

I I ■ tsW tr^TTi 'pqt Pprar, «tfkr >fft 

'Tburkir % tfiTr =r4r rrjt'u, 

41-341 yprt PrrpT^t 1 

1 2. TTTPrT 41-3 4 r Pi 4 u xrftpn- 

prrrr 4r sfrtrerTTf) TT^IW tfi-341 
yjvT; frpTWT I 

13, ToTfirg: TPTTT ®(FP pFTT>P, (tfThfTrT 

xrfimfcrr % 'iffir 3 ; tr r 4t 

41341 TJ'W 1'13'4s,’ I 


[No. 2379/78/F. No. 307/8/78-ED] 
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3 

urraT JTPm vjeir farfiTT, 'T'ejt 1 

rTgPlT tfT'TCT vpP pTR^'T, ^fW- 

jr, swer 1 

*rFTTF * 1 ^ f?PTOT, ‘t'M'JT, f>r xrftj- 
TTfrm % '4taT ^r«fr rntm 
jttttt w i a ^' f 4 m 1 

Tp^r w (Hdav, 

Tt xrf tmfc rr r w- 

wk-T f-T'l TT | 

HPTCr srw 5?r 

trffmf?iYr ^ «tRtt w<ft n?w 

iforTT >!pFT Pwr: I 

ffmr sjft fawr, k<sh 3 ; «fr 
wfKmfr?TT ^ wiTf Jitf 
rpxUT tpT pEnaT I 

tFTPTTr 7[W fTgsW, rlOu-HIS Tt 

wfavrfRrr % efrtn: sb) 

xp*tTT ftRflEE ! 

tt vi hi ftwf', "Rts *fr wfff- 

irrOcrr % ?r*f( tr^mr 

fiiqrci ?pE farrupf 1 

w^nRTfi ?rmr *jw fhtfarr, i 

tn*rctT ftnrar, 

tbw-jt 1 

ipspir spur Orflofjr, 'ffthTOT 
xfk armtjr vt wfaTrfcTT % 
?nft fnjmv *Rm srv’f 
flrwr 1 

JTpqrr vtr> fhTsrr, yr *ftf 
tiNt ^ wftmTTffT % xfttu 
^rvfr tt?pw ‘ii'ttt ?r^ i 

JfPTTT *JyT 4?T 

wfi-mfw xftTf B«f) jnpw 

IfTO OCRTT I 

2. Rf 'nfsr^Tf 10 sprrf, 1078 ?r tpjw liWti 

[tfo 2380/78-^° tf-307/8/78-Ro V(o] 

ESTATE DUTY 

S.O. 2161. —In exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
section (2A) of section 4 of the Estate Duty Act, 1953 (34 of 
1 953) and in partial modification of all previous notifications and 
orders on the subject, the Central Board of Direct Taxes hereby 
directs that the Appellate Controllers of Estate Duty of the 
charges specified in column (2) of the Schedule below shall 
exercise their powers in respect of the Estate of the deceased 
person, principal value of which as assessed to Estate Duty by 
the Assistant Controller of Estate Duty specified in corresponding 
entry in colum n (3) of the said Schedulo exceeds Rs. 2 lakhs : — 



SCHEDULE 

SI. Appellate Controlei 
No. of Estate Duty 

Jurisdiction 

1 2 

3 

1. Agra . 

AH Assistant Controllers of Estate 
Duty within the jurisdiction of 
Controller of Estate Duty, Agra. 

2. Allahabad . 

All Assistant Controllers of Estate 
Duty within the jurisdiction of 
Controller of Estate Duty, Allaha- 
bad. 

3. Amritsar 

All Assistant Controllers of Estate 
Duty within the jurisdiction of 
Controller of Estate Duty, Amritsar. 

4. Hyderabad , 

All Assistant Controllers of Estate 
Duty within the jurisdiction of the 
Controller of Estate Duty, Hydera- 
bad. 

5. Gauhati 

All Assistant Controllers of Estate 
Duty within the jurisdiction of 
Controller of Estate Duty, Shillong. 

6. Jamshedpur 

All Assistant Controllers of Estate 
Duty within the jurisdiction of 
Controllers of Estate Duty, Bihar & 
Orissa. 

7. Bombay 

All Assistant Controllers of Estate 
Duty within the jurisdiction of 
Controller of Estate Duty, Bombay. 

8. Calcutta 

All Assistant Controllers of Estale 
Duty within the jurisdiction of 
Controller of Estate Duty, West 
Bengal. 

9. New Delhi . 

All Assistant Controllers of Estate 
Duty within the jurisdiction of 
Controllers of Estate Duty, Delhi & 
Delhi (Central). 

10. Ahmedabad 

All Assistant Controllers of Estate 
Duty within the jurisdiction of the 
Controller of Estate Duty, Ahmeda- 
bad. 

1 1 , Baroda 

All Assistant Controllers of Estate 
Duty within the jurisdiction of the 
Controller of Estate Duty, Baroda. 

12- Rajkot 

All Assistant Controllers of Estate 
Duty within the jurisdiction of 
Controller of Estate Duty, Rajkot. 

13. Chandigarh 

All Assistant Controllers of Estate 
Duty within the jurisdiction of 
Controller of Estate Duty, Haryana. 

14. Jaipur 

Assistant Controller of Estate Duty, 
Jaipur. 

15. Jodhpur 

Assistant Controllers of Estate Duty, 
Jodhpur & Bikaner. 

16. Kanpur 

All Assistant Controllers of Estate 
Duty within the jurisdiction of 
Controller of Estate Duty, Kanpur. 

17. Bangalore 

All Assistant Controllers of Estate 
Duty within the jurisdiction of 
Controller of Estale Duty, Karna- 
taka. 

18. Ernakulam . 

All Assistant Controllers of Estate 
Duty within the jurisdiction of the 
Controller of Estate Duty, Kerala. 


l 2 

14. WJ7 

15. TftJTJT 

18. TWIT 

1 7. T'MY, 

i e. tprtji<frr 

1 9, 37 

20. *nrm 

21. 373 

22 - 

2 3. Tnr^rjf 

2 4. 'TftUTW 

25. jvf 



3 
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1 2 


19. Lucknow 

20. Madras 

21. Meerut 

22. Indore 

23. Jabalpur 

24. Patiala . 

25. Pune . 

26. Nagpur 


All Assistant Controllers of Estr.te 
Duty within the jurisdiction of the 
Controller of Estate Duty, Lucknow. 

All Assistant Controllers of Estate 
Duly within the jurisdiction of the 
Controller of Estate Duty, Tamil 
Nadu. 

All Assistant Controllers of Estate 
Duty within the jurisdiction of 
Controller of Estate Duty, Meerut. 

Assistant Controller of Estate Duty, 
Indore. 

Assistant Controller of Fstate Duty, 
Jabalpur. 

All Assistant Controllers of Estate 
Duty within the jurisdiction of the 
Controllers of Estate Duty, Patiala 
& Jullundur. 

All Assistant Controllers of Estate 
Duty within the jurisdiction of 
Controllers of Estate Duty, Pune & 
Nasik. 

All Assistant Controllers of Estate 
Duty within the jurisdiction of 
Controllers of Estate Duty, Vidar- 
bha. 


2. This notification will come into force with effect from 
10th July, 1978. 


[No. 2380/78-F, No. 307/8/78-ED] 


<rm 

WT« 2162 . — SEW T7 Tti, T7 

WfafJpFT, 1958( 1958 WT18) %[ HITT 22 4?t STOTTf ( 14?) 
% m (*) srcr sRrf ttrfartff 4 tt spfhr 477% wrwf 

Trfemsfi aftr tft gffira- 4 % wtft 

^ ^ friw ^tt $ ft? 4?[f fruffefr farm 

tit stttt is % wtfEr frofTyr <tt tT snw ^ wftp?7 
& *^7 Wt UTTT 22 4ft TJTtim 1 % Tprr (tt) ft(qr) (fjtTTft 
SEtf wffwfwrr I) ft fftfftlW f%Tft WTfttTT JTTT wjfjET ff, r(ft 
WT^ff % ftni WTWT WFfFT (wtNt) *1 wfttTT 477 I 

2. T77t45 Wfi^HT 10 3J5Tlf, 1973 ft Tnnftt §Eft I 
[ft= 2375/78/ffHo #0 332/2/7S-4T=47o] 


GIFT TAX 

S.O. 2162. — In exercise of the powers conferred by clause 
(e) of sub-section (1A) of section 22 of the Gift-tax Act, 
1958 (18 of 1958) the Central Board of Direct Taxes having 
regard to the nature of the cases, the complexities involved 
and other relevant considerations, hereby directs that any 
assessee with taxable gift exceeding two lakh rupees on 
assessment under section 15, and aggrieved by an order 
specified in clauses (cl) to (h) (both inclusive) of sub-section 
1 of section 22 shall appeal to the Commissioner of Gift-tax 
(Appeals) against such orders. 

404 01/78 — 4 


2. The ahove notification shall lake effect from 10th July, 
1978. 

[No. 2375/78-F. No. 332/2/78-G.T.j 


TFT 9(7 

97t= WT = 216 3. — %rfPI FFTST 477 lit, TFT 4(7 wfuPFFT, 
1 9 5 8 ( 1 9 5 8 47T 1 8 ) 4/) 9T7T 84? STTT 7T97T wfftTTt 97 SPfFT 
4777 fT, ftft !T#T7 Wffaf 4ft, ft) WFTTT WfafanT, 1961 ( 1 9 6 1 
97 43) 9ft EtTTT 117% WtfFT WFf7(7 WFJ4TT (WTfW) f*PTT 

w £ ftfc w in ft ttfu tt sftH in: 337 t ® 

ft-Ttfr aqfiET ft) TFFT ftt WTT4?7 4rj, Wf%wf, fftftf N’Et TWf ft 
fftTT T7 WFJ977 TTFT47 (WTNt) %t wfudrfTTfT fftErfaw 

ft)«r tftlrftr tft 477 wfafftTF, 1 9 5 s ft) httt 22 ftV^wTr 
( it) % tjvr (t) % (w) (fftrrft fttftf FfimfTF $) if sferfwTT 
wi5vi) ft if fftftr wrftvr ft *qf*pr ftt7 ftft %t tt 

Wfftrnff % 97 9ft 9FFT fftr| ftlft 794 dT7T %f TTETTO ( IT) 

% ( T ) % i ^ ■ 'll % TFjTTTT hlbirT qff , TFT * WT^FT 

(wqfr) % XT9 I % % Ettt rTVlTT TCdl ^1 

2 . mrfcr wfir^tT 10 wmf, 19 78 if wr^t sjWt i 

[tfo 2376/78/(T9i= TTO 332/2/'78-TT= 4?=] 


GIFT TAX 

S.O. 2163. — In exercise of ihe powers conferred by sec- 
tion 8A of the Gift-tax Act, 1958 (18 of 1958) the Central 
Board of Direct Taxes hereby empowers every person 
appointed to be a Commissioner of Income-tax (Appeals) 
under section 117 of the Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961) 
and exercising powers as such, to exercise the functions of 
a Commissioner of Gift-tax (Appeals) in respect of any 
person assessable in the Income-tax Wards, Circles, Districts 
and Ranges over which Commissioner of Income-tax (Appeals) 
has jurisdiction and is aggrieved by any of the orders 
mentioned in clauses (a) to (d) (both inclusive) of sub- 
section (1A) of section 22 of the Gift-tax Act, 1958 and 
also in respect of such persons or classes of persons as the 
Board may direct in accordance with the provisions of 
clause (e) of sub-section (1A) of the said section. 

2. The above notification shall take effect from 10th July, 
1978. 


[No. 2376/78-F. No. 332/2 /78-G.T.] 


TFT 4!T 

4TT = WT o 216 4. — %dt)fi 477 41 S , 'ET H < wftrfdffW, 

1957 ( 1957 TT 22) %f ETRT 94T TTO TTT7T 5rf<FPTf 4T 
SPtET qrrft WFFPT wfttftrpr, 1961 ( 1961 TT 43) 4f[ 

STITT 117 % WsfEl WTW7 WT^PT (wtEt) . % wq Jf f%WT 

3fk TT 41(4861 4TT 5FTFT 4(7% Tr% »rfw 4%, ^ WFTTT I 

TT¥[, Ff4Nfl’, fcff afk faff Sr, fsHdl TWfr ^ xrpT 4(7 WT^FT 
(wfNr) "ft wfsmfTTr twft t, ETufT^fEr f%tff Bit wrte tp 

ffF5 wf%W4TT TtWT 4fT StT-^77 wfllPtlTF %) EtTTT 23 

TTUKt ( 147) % TPTT (g>) & (w) 3 ifnl't lT WFhtff if 
% f%rfl 7r 4 t(xft 3f)7 ff^r wrf4?nff ut wifrcnff % apt %f tfft 
wt f^F^ f% HTTT %) TTUTTI ( 147 ) % (y) % ■jrqnff 

% XPJTTT7 Trt (6%, tFT-477 WTW45T ( Wfilrt ) % 47T 

TFFT 477^ % r=H> TPfFra 97T4T ^ I 

2. Wfytjnni 1 0 , 19 7 8 % THTirff 5 /FfY | 

[TT= 237 7/7 8-TT0 Tt= 3 1 8/ 1 7/7 8-SFT477] 
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WEALTH-TAX 

S.O. 2164 —In exercise of the powers conferred by section 
9 A of the Wealth-tax Act, 1957 (27 of 1957) the Centra! 
Board of Direct Taxes hereby empowers every person appoin- 
ted to be a Commissioner of Income-tax (Appeals) under 
section 117 of the Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961) and 
exercising powers as such, to exercise the functions of a 
Commissioner of Wcalth-iax (Appeals), in respect of any 
individual or Hindu undivided family assessable in the 
Income-tax Wards, Circles, Districts and Ranges in respect 
of which such Commissioner of Tncome-tax (Appeals) holds 
jurisdiction, as is aggrieved by any of the orders mentioned 
in clauses (a) to (cl) of sub-section (1A) of Section 23 of 
the Wealth-tax Act and also in respect of such persons or 
classes of persons as the Board may direct in accordance 
with the provisions of clause (c) of sub-section (1A) of 
the said section. 

2. The above notification will take effect from 10th 
July, 1978. 

[No. 2377/78-F. No. 3 1 8/17/78-WT] 

EPT-T7 

47° Wto 2169. — falfe 9t9CT ftr %)%, tf*T 4T wfaf’TIR, 

957 ( 1957 47 27) 4?) WTTT 23 4ft TWTTT ( IV ) % *** (*) 
im WT 47 9 %Bt 4ffe Jtf, RTTrif it Stffe, 


Vim'S Em afp: xpq- TRff it btft % Jtr 

7? f% %TTT ft fr EHTT 16 % Wtff7 faHKW 97 HTW 

49T( % TO SW 4TWT, aftT tSTTT 23 it 39UH I (l) % 

«"» (’ b t) % (ft) cDfr (Eprfi % mf nEfifad I) if fefeffa 
feft wfevr f t arfi pt itf it fttjffttff %% xnfa % ffaa *pt- 

4 T WT 747 (wit IT ) it 9 rftH 4 % 9 TT I 

2. TR|47 Xtfa^WTT 1 0 5pTL 19 7 8 % JCWfe! ft»ft I 

[%° 2378/79/770 %o 3 18/ 17/ 7 8-4*670 tfr°] 
Ato 4T7T, 3T77 ffffa 

wealth-tax 

S.O. 2165. — In exercise of the powers conferred by clause 
(e) of sub-section (1A) of section 23 of the Wealth-tax Act, 
1957 (27 of 1957) the Central Board of Direct Taxes, having 
regard to the nature of cases, the complexities involved 
and other relevant considerations, hereby directs that any 
assessee with net wealth exceeding fifteen lakh rupees on 
assessment under section 16, and aggrieved by an order 
specified in clauses (d) to (i) (both inclusive) of sub-section 
(1) of section 23, shall appeal to the Commissioner erf 
Wealth-tax (Appeals) against such order, 

2. The above notification will take effect from 10th July, 
1978. 

[No. 2378/78/F. No. 318/17/78-WT] 
V. MATHUR, Under Secy. 


(mffa 477 fewm) 
(4fVtr srnirr) 

(Dcptt. of Economic Affairs) 
(Banking Division) 

ffafl, 5 ^TTf, 1978 
New Delhi, the 5th July, 1978 

irroffa ffaj* 

RESERVE BANK OF INDIA 


TtTo WT° 2166 mTrfN felfe fa wNffaff, 1934 % t Ufa 1978 % faTfe 14 4% «7F7 JXT flPTnj * faff %WT 

S. O. 2166,— An Account pursuant to the Reserve Bank of India Act, 1934 for the week ended the 14th day of April 1978 

^ifarpt 

ISSUE DEPARTMENT 


Liabilities 

Rs. 

49% 

Rs. 

Assets 

49% 49% 

Rs. Rs. 

feWT7 % T# Jtr Ttr 
Notes held in the Banking 
Department 

Notes in circulation 

6,91,69,000 

9035,99,53,000 


wfe 47 f%447 <1 '1 : — 

Gold Coin and Bullion : — 
(4?) 7R9 if T4T gWT 

(a) Held in India 

(w) Rirtt % sf 7WT JXtT 

(b) Held outside India 

193,09,14,000 

fe%7%£W7fe 

Total Notes issued 


9042,91,22,000 

ffafft trEnjEort 

Foreign Securities 

1966,45,29,000 

wwfam? 

Total Liabilities 



Writ 

Total 

49% 47 f%447 

Rupee Coin 

7TT9 0<4>H 4% 4991 

TftnjEmf 

Government of India 
Rupee Securities 

44Pl fef%97 few *flT 

97TT 4Tp79<T-9W 

Internal Bills of Exchange 
and other commercial 
paper 

97 T XTlffatlt 

2159.54.43.000 

8,18,90,000 

6875.17.89.000 


9042,91,22,000 

Total Assets 

9042,91,22,000 

Ifafe: 19«fa, 1978 

Dated the 19th day of April 1978, 



*rrfo fsfto 

I. O. PATEL, Governor 
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14 sffcr, 1973 «pT *rrr.cfV(r frar* 
Statement of the all'airs of the Reserve Bank of 

afar =r 3 -rT'T fatrrT * ^pfiFTpr >Pr Otot 
I ndia, Banking Department as on the 14th April 

1978 

Liabilities 

Rs. 

vrfFinT 

Assets 

tfTtf 

Rs. 

'jverr >jsfr 

Capital Paid Up 

5,00,00,000 

TR: 

Notes 

6,91 ,69,000 

wrtfcr fafsr 

Reserve Fund 

150,00,00,000 

tprt fr ftwr 

Rupee Coin 

5,32,000 

TPSjiM ftfa *Ttr (atfcprcfBnrafa) ftrfsr 

National Agricultural Credit (Long Term 
Operations) Fund 

495,00,00,000 

rater ftpreo 

Small Coin 

6,45,000 

sfr tct (f*trd^tT»i) fafa 

National Agricultural Credit (Stabilisation) 
Fund 

165,00,00,000 

(At vprw tpr fer: — 

Bills Purchased and Discounted 


Tre^r-r "C°r «c ’fartfr-r tretor) fafa 

National Industrial Credit (Long Term Opera- 
tions) Fund 

^rm Ttrftn-^f ; — 

Deposits : — 

715,00,00,000 

(4>) thifT 

(a) Internal 

(tar) hfTtfr 

(b) External 

103,05,07.000 

(v) STWlfl 
(a) Government 


(>T) tRTKt 4T3T'T1 fifR 
(c) Government Treasury Bills 

2126,15,25,000 

(i) 

(i) Central Government 

300 5,41,07,000 

r«vi1 ftTWT fWT TWIT* 

Balances Held Abroad* 

2005,27,51,000 

(ii) TFKf TtTTTT 
(ii) State Governments 

7,29,68,000 

fafrr** 

Investments** 

1894,49,83,000 

(*) ^ 

(b) Banks 


tfte srftFT : — 

Loans and Advances to : — 


(i) «rrptrwr 

(i) Scheduled Commercial Banks 

1869,23,44,000 

(i) TOP 44 

(i) Central Government 


(ii) Trs®r 

(ii) Scheduled State Co-operative Banks 

45,33,00,000 

(ii) TPJtr trwrff 4if@ 

(ii) State Governments'?!/ 

660,59,56,000 

(iii) TDtf tiwtt) i*r 

(iii) Non-Scheduled State Co-operative Banks 

2,21,87,000 

^rrr tAt TTfwR : — 

Loans and Advances to : — 


(iv) *FT 
(iv) Other Banks 

3,11,78,000 

(i) SFTffaTT TTfvpW 4?)t 

(i) Scheduled Commercial Banksf 

167,56,97,000 

(tr) *r?tr 
(c) Others 

1795,40,34,000 

(ii) TRO Trtt 

(ii) State Co-operative Bankstt 

386,83,01,000 

i*r fast 

Bills Payable 

285,66,47,000 

(:iii) 44 

(iii) Others 

80,00,000 
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Liabilities 
Other Liabilities 


Fib 

Rs. 


1039,42,57,000 


^rf%?TRT Tib $ 

Assets Rs . 


(£ibFMtr srMi) Mb % 

atHt-m fbFtr 

Loans, Advances and Investments from 
National Agricultural Credit (Long Term 
Operations) Fund 

(ft) sflx srfim : — 

(a) Loans and Advances to - 
(i) TEST bTFltf 'Ft 

(i) State Governments 

(ii) TDb WFI 0 *0Ft Ft 

(ii) State Co-operative Banks 

(iii) •ftFTW rMfwf afarf Ft 

(iii) Central Land Mortgage Banks 

(iv) ffr ftMi sfiv PtFTtt Met Ft 

(iv) Agricultural Refinance and Development 
Corporation 

(tj) qftMtr ajfb^tjF fort F ErtrA br 

fbM 

(b) Investment in Central Land Mortgage 
Bank Debentures 

tr^Pr Ffa w (ft«iftF7Tir) Met ^ fft wIt 
«Mt 

Loans and Advances from National Agricul- 
tural Credit (Stablisation) Fund 

TDR R^FTft ^Ft Ft btF RftTT 
Loans and Advances to State Co-operative 
Banks 

insjhr tfartfbF ’ft (<MFitffa srMr) Mu 
b "im, ttfinr ■fl’lT Mir 
Loans, Advances and Investments from 
National industrial Credit (Long Term 
Operations) Fund 
(f) fFFRtfF Ft bFb tflt wMl 

(a) Loans and Advances to the Development 
Bank 

( 4T ) flFTff 4 F STtl FKT fFb bb FTT1 /MAXI 

*T Mil 

(b) Investment in bond' /debentures issued 
by the Development Bank 

Frferut 
Other Assets 


111.14.90.000 

21.06.11.000 


1 52,00,00,000 


7,86,77,000 


109,09,50,000 


614,38,46,000 


1215,73,82,000 


wt 

Rupees 9583,10,22,000 Rupees 9583,10,22,000 

♦Includes Cash, Fixed Deposits and Short-term Securities. 

**Ti^ttr fIt bfbr (’MftMt jeM) Mu M TF^fir tflcftiu-.. (uIufrM n-M) Mu iM fM bb Mir ftMt »r$f % \ 

♦♦Excluding investments from the National Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund and the National 

Industrial Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund. 

@TT^t4 fPt bEF (frMrMnMvr) Mb *T FF55 F7I WM FtMt £ , FEbT TD4 TTTFRf Ft M FF Wt4T?1TC MM | I 

©Excluding Loans and Advances from the National Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund, but including temporary 
overdrafts to State Governments. 

tbTTM MM’F MMbb M UTTT 17 (4) (b) $ MU FrfMbFFT F> MM Mft TT RfrPT M M 4,51,00,000 W? *llM f I 

f Includes Rs. 4,51,00,000 advanced to scheduled commercial banks against usance bills under Sectionl7(4)(c) of the Reserve 
Reserve Bank of India Act. 

ttTF^Rr Ffa FEF (MFTFFr rMb) Mb uk TredpT ffb FJF ( MO ' FfF ) Mu & JPRct UTF bk Mb FTMr blpT $ I 

tfExcluding Loans and Advances from the National Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund and the National 
Agricultural Credit (Stabilisation) Fund. 


Mtf 19 wfor, 1 978 

Dated the 19th day of April 1978 


urf° Mo bM, bbk 
LG, PATEL, Governor 
[No. F. 10/1/78- BO I 
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VTowto 2167. — <rreft*r frstf tot wfafsEnr, 1934 $ wttttt it xt^e 1978 % trow 21 4ff bert je trtt? ^ frR 
S.O. 2167. — An Account pursuant to the Reserve Bank of India Act, 1934 for the week ended the 21st day of April, 1978. 

FJ, faWPT 

ISSUE DEPARTMENT 


^TTPT 

Liabilities 

Rs. 

*9^ 

Rs. 

Wlfawt 

Assets 

^99 

Rs. 

^9^ 

Rs. 

ffrm fwiff r rrd ^'k 
Notes held in the Banking 
Department 
if fftr 

Notes in circulation 

12,94,75,000 

9034,62,26,000 


TtTff *ET f>rtTT>l TflT’jftFRST:— 1 ff 
Gold Coin and Bullion 
(=r) TTrrff Ji hfft $ at 
( a) Held in India 
(v) BTET % TTTTn: 775T 

193,09,14,000 


orrt) faff 9 ? jtr site 

Total Notes issued 


9047,57,01,000 

JTIT 

(b) Held outside India 

faWl sftnjfiwt 

Foreign Securities 

1966,45,29,000 





Total 

set 4T from 

Rupee Coin 


2159,54,43,000 

7,84,90,000 


BTOT THCfTT <1 Ti99T 

jrirnjfiETt 

Government of India Rupee 

Securities 6880,17,68,000 

Stf! f»lf>TTO f*W B*It 
^ ttf nlP’l'id-TO' 

Internal Bills of Exchange 
and other commercial 
paper 


jit fcrarcf 5^ 

Total Liabilities 9047,57,10,000 Total Assets 9047,57,01,000 


4io trrro sfRTETTHT, 39 rfJt; 

from : 2 6 Tpfor, 19 7 8 K.s. KRISHNASAWAMY, Dy. Governor 

Dated the 26th day of April, 1978 


21 srfor 1978 vt TTTOfbr for# ^ *f%9 f*BT9 ^ ^ 99 frovvr 

Statement of the affairs of the Reserve Bank of India, Banking Department as on the 21st April, 1978. 


^Rmi 499 

Liabilities Rs. 

’jsin 1 

Capital Paid Up 5,00,00,000 

v 1 rFtT'T Prftr 

Reserve Fund 150,00,00,000 

ffh ^cn (^rsfTPfpTTOffT) Prftr 

National Agricultural Credit 
(Long Term Operations) 

1 Fund 495,00,00,000 

TPS^RT ^vy (frofbFOTi) Prfa 
National Agricultural Credit 

(Stabilisation) Fund 165,00,00,000 

Tpftrr xftxfTTw btt (ftsfTTtfbT stqbff) 
ftfsi 

National Industrial Credit 
(Long Term Operations) 

Fund 715,00,00,000 

tux Tjfvrsri : — 

Deposits : — 

(t) hemO 

(a) Government 
'(i) fcrfbT trort 

(i) Central Government 3496,61,18,000 


OTftrPrt 

99^ 

Assets 

Rs. 



Notes 

12,94,75,000 

39 $ 49 ftrwr 

Rupee Coin 

5,06,000 

sterftiTOT 

Small Coin 

4,99,000 

wft% rflT SJ9T9 99 fsrtr 

Bills Purchased and Discounted ; — 


(¥) wr 

(a) Internal 

96,70,26,000 

(tj) fr?rvTt 
(b) External 


(*t) H 1 *Tn*TT 
(c) Government Treasury Bills 

2398,29,87,000 

Mrfr it wr 591 totett* 

Balances Held Abroad* 

2024,48,16,000 
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Liabilities 

Rs. 

WifeiVt 

Assets 

Rs. 

(ii) rnq- rw 

(it) State Governments 

8,51,20,000 

kiur** 

Investments' 1, * 

1882,57,43,000 

(») ** 

(b) Banks 


VP>r tflT bftrh: — 

Loans and Advances to 


(i) iv 

(i) Scheduled Commercial 
Banks 

1665,17,19,000 

(i) kpt trwrr tt 
( i) Central Government 


(ii) TTtnr iv 

(ii) Scheduled State Co- 

operative Banks 38,29,54,000 

(iii) ir Tm iv 

(lii) Non-Scheduled State 

Co-operative Banks 2,23,21,000 

(iv) *r«r iv 

(iv) Other Banks 3,33,45,000 

(rr) 

(c) Others 1781,10,31,000 

(ii) Trjrrtrctnff vT 
(ii) State Governments® 

’S'T tfa srfah: — 

Loans and Advances to : — 

(i) RftffHrr Aifim ivf vt 

(i) Scheduled Commercial Banksf 

(ii) it 

(ii) State Co-operative Banksft 

620.09.98.000 

138.75.46.000 

381.22.48.000 

itr Ow 

Bills Payable 

5t r *t ^b4T0; 

Other Liabilities 

209.71.41.000 

1047.02.30.000 

(iii) ^trfl *3 
(iii) Others 

iffh tsc»r ( frivTirv stvlt) f-Tftr h 
’C'T, tlfffR tfk fhivr 

Lonans Advances and Investments from 
National Agricultural Credit (Long Term 
Operations) Fund 

80,00,000 



(v) VI tflT wfipT : — 

(a) Loans and Advances to 




(i) tF»h*K*k1' Vt 
(i) State Governments 

111, 14,90,000 



(ii) TDb tTfVtir ivf Tf 
(ii) State Co-operative Banks 

20,83,64,000 



(ii) sjftPFW ttf) vr 

(iii) Central Land Mortgage Banks 




(iv) PrriR .50 

(iv) Agricultural Refinance and Development 
Corporation 

152,00,00,000 



(<j) tjfWtiv ivf % foist (l # fiivr 

(b) Investment in Central Land Mortgage 
Bank Debentures 

7,86,77,000 



irfb (facfPTCW) fhfij it 

rfrr trfith 

Loans and Advances from National Agricul- 
tural Credit (Stabilisation) Fund 




tt^t ivf vl vtyt <rfk wftrrt 

Loans and Advances to State Co-operative 
Banks 

107,34,21,000 



[*rm II — 3 ( ii ) ] 

4440* 

Liabilities 

tfhrrfw -vyj (atfvRTft trefo) Prftr 
% 4C4, trfim wV. Pm 

Loans, Advances and Investments from 
National Industrial Credit (Long Term 
Operations) Fund 

(t) farra ^ «Ft pct tftr Rfinr 
(a) Loans and Advances to the Development 

Bank 6)4,38,46,000 


4TCT 44 2 9 1 978/«n4W 7, ) 9 1) 0 
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444 

Rs. 


3TTftS4f 

Assets 


444 

Rs. 


(*) pT44444t ire <J[ 1 0 Pro 
»r PT4VT 

(b) Investment in bonds/debentures issued by 
the Development Bank 


44$ 

Rupees 0781,99,79,000 


4*4 4tfT44t 
Other Assets 


***$> vwonf fa umrcfhr srftpjftriTr wrfim g , 

•Includes Cash, Fixed Deposits and Short-term Securities. 


1212,43,37,000 


444 

Rupees 9781,99,79,000 


41^4 vfo m (tfimr^Pr 4444) Prfa 4*14 rr*£t4 xflwtfw 4f4 (fbfarrnftd 4444) Prfir it * Or- 44 fm snfw 
T|f t 1 

Excluding Investments from the National Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund and the National Industrial Credit 
(Long Term Operations) Fund. 


@tr*jV jrfV new ( 4 t^ 44 ri)-i 4444) Prftr t wtr m wfa: wPpt ttiPitt 4$ g, 9T*r Tjmr trr=m?r 4$ faff 4$ xiT4Tft 
4ft4Tff4£ Wlfasr f I 

'^Excluding Loans and Advances from the National Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund, but including temporary 
overdrafts to State Governments. 


f*T 4 447 trRrf 444 4 ft mrr 17 (4) (4) % wtfPr 4TfaN4 4fr tfamft fattf tt ttfim far 

4# 444 wrPm $ 1 

flncludes Rs. 2,76,00,000 advanced to scheduled commercial banks against usance bills under Section 17(4) (c) of the Reserve Bonk 
of India Act. 


tTPsft 4 *rpr 4 T 4 JT 4 d 4 ) fafa rih: rn^t 4 ftfar ^ (farffamir) Ptflr it 44m 4p4 tfk wfint unfaw 4gl f 1 

ttExduding Loans and Advances ftom the National Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund and the National Agricultural 
Credit (Stabilisation) Fund. 


tWr : 26 srihr, 1978 
t)ated the 26 th day of April 1978 , 


t(Ro fWITfWrtft, 34 44’f't 
K. S. KRISHNASWAMY Dy. Governor 
[No. F. 10 /J/ 78 -BOH 
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vtowt® 2168. — RrrrlR fP 44 (rOrOm, 1934 % rpr'-or $ 197a % frat* 2s rtrto jr ^ f^pr 

8.0. 2168 . — An Account pursuant to the Reserve Bank of India Act, 1934 for the week ended the 28th day of April 1978. 


TIT Nwip 

rSSUE DEPARTMENT 


♦PTCfnt RRR 

Liabilities - Rs. Rs. 

R'f"R faRTR 4 T# Jtt Rpr 
Notes held in the Banking 
Department 7,40,40,000 

rr**R R *fte 

Notes in circulation 8999,70,75,000 


A 1 0 f4. J t RR A M RH 

Total Notes issued 9007,11,15,000 


RTfcRRt E'tU tjRtT 

Assets Rs. Rs. 

Rt# TT fRRRR tftR wfpRR : — 

Gold Coin and Bullion 
(t) RTTTirtTfT JTTT 

(a) Held in India 193,09,14,000 

(v) RDR ^ RlfT r >TT JSTT 

(b) Held outside India 

Foreign Securities 1966,45,29,000 


4fT¥ 

Total 2159,54,43,000 

RRtr tfr fRWT 

Rupee Coin 7,38,83,000 

*TTO RTAIT «tPf WH srfT'jfFPTt 
Government of India Rupee 

Securities 6840,17,89,000 

itaT f 8 [4 tpt Nit *Tl * i^jtt snivpjR-Rqf 
Internal Bills of Exchange 
and other commercial 
paper 


Jtf *t®RrTR T5f STifeWf 

Total Liabilities 9007,11,15,000 Total Assets 9007,11,15,000 


ftPfHt: 3 Rf, 1978 ^ o tpTo tfWRTT«nrft, RT Rjtft: 

Dated the 3rd May, 1978 K. S. KRISHNASWAMY, Dy Governor 


28 wfa 1 978 <Pt RTTtfPr fTttf 441 ^ rEPT fasOR ^ TBpRWTR TT 

Statement of the Affairs of the Reserve Bank of India, Banking Department as on the 28th April 1978 


*«mni ^ 

Liabilities Rs. 


wfanrt 

Assets 


’['RRT 

Capital Paid LJ p 
RTTftrTpTftf 
Reserve Fund 

Rm$Pt ffPl (fpfrmtR SWTR) 

National Agricultural Credit (Long Term 
Operations) Fund 
tp^Pt yfa spir (fPrcmyt) ftfa 
National Agricultural Credit (Stabilisation) 
Fund 

TB#Pf wWtftv rpt (tfnfrpfbr surfa) 
Mw 

National Industrial Credit (Long Term 
Operations) Fund 

RRT TTfvptt ■ 

Deposits 
(>p) RTTTft 
(a) Government 
(i) RT4TT 

(i) Central Government 


5,00,00,000 

150.00. 00.000 

495.00. 00.000 

165.00. 00.000 


715,00,00,000 


3616,09,67,000 


Notes 

¥P1 4T fu44>l 
Rupee Coin 

fBWT 
Small Coin 

rrN rR ftnr 

Bills Purchased and Discounted 

(4t) %rtV 

(a) Internal 

(v) Mtft 

(b) External 

(r) U ' W I *TJTRT faW 

(c) Government Treasury Bills 

ffcfalfli *1 RTT RTTRT 
Balances Held Abroad* 


rt4- 

Rs. 

7,40,40,000 

3.87.000 

4.30.000 


69,07,75,000 


2885,60,62,000 
2034,95,2 ffCC 
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tjTcTrtf 

Liabilities 

*9!T 

Rs. 

(ii) rmr HTTrt 
(ii) State Governments 

8.48,38,000 

(w) iv 
(b) Banks 


(i) srrftFRT ftp 

(i) Scheduled Commercial Banks 

1991,35,82,000 

(ii) SOJ^fafT TRR Ripftrfr fqt 

(ii) Scheduled State Co-operative Banks 

31,26,03,000 

(iii) rrT'W'jti.N r r r*tr rr ptm 0 ix 
(iii) Non-Scheduled State Co-operative Banks 

2,19,84,000 

(iv) (FIT tfa 
(iv) Other Banks 

3,77,90,000 

(T) fFtr 
(c) Others 

1 779,47,80,000 

f«RT 

Bills Payable 

207,77,94,000 

Rnr irfdlti 

Other Liabilities 

1058,45,51,000 


arrfwrr 

Assets 

fatvr 

Investments** 

ITT tfU-. wfirn : — 

Loans and Advances to ;~ 

(i) %»#rjr otHiRfi 

(i) Central Government 

(ii) xrnr tn^rcf tt 

(ii) State Governments (ft 

rTt trftnr: — 

Loans and Advances to 

(i) 3 r Pirn? qrt 

(i) Scheduled Commercial Banksf 

(ii) ttr ti y y i 0 frrf w 

(ii) State Co-operative Banks if 

(iii) prfqrr 

(iii) Others 

TT^T girt ^pir (tfltfopfrr SRtFT) ftftr it 
vr, ttfinr tftt fagur 

Loans, Advances and Investments from Natio- 
nal Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) 
Fund 

(t) qrr tfk Rfinr 

(a) Loans and Advances to : — 

(i) trr rrfqrrti vl 

(i) State Governments 

( i 1 ) st r T' 1 (1 q>t 

(ii) State Co-operative Banks 

(iii) fcrjfcr tjPHrsrft ittii TT 

(iii) Central Land Mortgage Banks 

(iv) gtfq- jJTfqrt rftr fwtt Pm q(r 

(iv) Agricultural Refinance and Development 
Corporation 

(ij) f«rf % firiprririrPrtvr 

(b) Investment in Central Land Mortgage Bank 
Debentures. 


xr^ffr sir (fWttorw) Wet % 

RVt rrftnt 

Loans and Advances from National Agricultural 
Credit (Stabilisation) Fund 


404 GI/78 5 


nrt 

Rs. 

1882.06.24.000 

595.47.72.000 

154.69.66.000 

373.18.30.000 

80,00,000 


111.13.41.000 

20.76.12.000 

152,00,00,000 

7,86,77,000 

111,03,62,000 


rent s^FTfl #*7 qrr *rVr trfilR 

Loans and Advances to State Co-operative 

Banks 
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FT# 

Rs. 


TT’^riiiaWiOit.'^’iT (tjHrrcfm tot a) faftrff 

AFR, RfRR 


Loans, Advances and Investments from Natio- 
nal industrial Credit (Long Term Operations) 
Fund 


(=ft) fTORT *f# TfW tOf xrftR 

(a) Loans and Advances to the Development 

Bank 620,43,26,000 

(w) irt TrTFfftr # rr 

Jr Otw 

(b) Investment in bonds/debentures issued by 
the Development Bank. 

xrr *rrrw'ti 

Other Assets 1202,31,56,000 


RT# 

Rupees 10228,88,89,000 


Rupees 10228,88,89,000 


* Rrftt, trnfsritr w *rh; Rfrop-fft trfatjftarr wrftrn f i 

* Includes Cash, Fixed Deposits and Short-term Securities. 

** TtrfRr sfa *fr to*r) Prfa sfrorfhF ^fr (RttoEftA tot a) fafa *r Jr fat# r# fA#R 

mfrm R^l f i 

** Excluding Investments from the National Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund and the National 
Industrial Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund. 

@ ftfa afa (tfNrmN to#r) f#ftr a tor tfrr rAft *nfRR aa# jf, ttrr etok) a?t ft# a# rf*?,#! 

xftRTfrTR 'trrftm 1 1 

©Excluding Loans and Advances from the National Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund, but including 
temporary overdrafts to State Governments. 


t vraRt for# to stfaRmr qft qrtr 17 (4) (r) at r#a R^fro RTftrro tot «Ft r(rrV ftraf tf srftnr ft# a# 
2 , 76 , 00,000 AT# RTfRAT f I 

f Includes Rs. 2,76,00,000 advanced to scheduled commercial banks against usance bills under Section 17 (4) (c) of the 
Reserve Bank of India Act, 


t 7 rftR ft# rfa '(#Wraa#a toaa) f#fa sfft gd# *fr (ftnfttrw) fRf# A AArA rfr ?At rAta rrrf#rr Tff 

t 1 

t Excluding Loans and Advances from the National Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund and the National 
Agricultural Credit (Stablisation) Fund. 


ft Aft ■ 8 n { , 197 6. 

Dated the 3rd day of May 1978. 


^°RR° jeTTTT^rjff, ^ RR#F 
K.S.KRISHNASWAMY, Dy. Governor 

[No, F.10/1/78-BOIJ 
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(/apt IT — otw ,i (ii)] mr* 44 TT 3 iw:^rrf 29, 1 9 7 « /otw 7, 1900 

2169. -4R4V4 fVsrT ^ srfafajRT, 19.14 % 4444*4 Jr 4 f, 197s t ftpfP 5 44 441^ jtr ^7^% (hit 4737 
S.O. 2169.— An Account pursuant to the RESERVE BANK. OF INclIA ACT, 1934 for the week ended the 5th day of May, 1978 

5*1 fa«mT 

ISSUE DEPARTMENT 

wrfailt W4 444“ 

Assets Rs. Rs. 

474 44 fkr^rr rrtr TftppT 
Gold Coin and Bullion 

(*p) vrmtTOTjtn 

(a) Held i n India 193,09,14,000 

(»J) *TR4 % ST^T TOT 

(b) Held outside India 
JrftBjfjPTT 

Foreign Securities 1966,45,29,000 

Total 2159,54,43,000 

OT4 Trftnm 

Rupee Coin 14,16,85,000 

*TTOT 4TTTT 4?) OTDT 
ttPTijffi'47 

Government of India Rupee 

Securities 6995,19,03,000 

ftflm fsr^T xftr 

5^ OTf’474- c Rr 
Internal Bills of Exchange 
and other commercial 
papers 


^ ^TcllTj 

Total Liabilities 

9168,90,31,000 

Tjvr srrfaint 

Total Assets 

9168,90,31,000 

: 1 0 ni 19 7 8 




Dated the 10th day of May, 1978 



I.G. PATEL Governor 


5 R$, 1978 OTt trrtffTq- fotf fT $ «tf%4 f4~4T4 % 44 faOTTT 

Statement of the affairs of the Reserve Bank of India, Banking Department as on the 5th, May 1978 


^44TT( 

Wi? 

OTftrr4t 


Liabilities 

Rs. 

Assets 

Rs 

44, n 1 T if t ■ 


4V 


Capital Paid Up 

5,00,00,000 

Notes 

8,36,63,000 

OTTfaTtf ftfa 


444 44 f4444 


Reserved Fund 

150,00,00,000 

Rupee Coin 

3.89,000 

Tffa 5T4 5444 ) Mb 


fhwi 


National Agricultural Credit (Long Term 


Small Coin 

4,83,000 

Operations) Fund 

495.00.00,000 



TT^i'4 ftfa (fPTffTiTvr) fhftj 
National Agricultural Credit (Stabilisation) 
Fund 


44747 444 tw 

Liabilities Rs, Rs. 

ST'fVr 14414 if 775 grr 
Notes held in the Banking 

Department 8,36,63,000 

4444 Sf 4> 

Notes in circulation 9160,53,68,000 

4rrr f%4 44 ott 

Total Notes issued 9168,90,31,000 


165,00,00,000 
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Liabilities 

Trffir wWflw (ipFPrsfksrwr) fhfa 
National Industrial Credit (Long Term Ope- 
rations) Fund 

spar erfarai : — 

Deposits : — 

(at) tmofr 

(a) Government 

%rfrtT ERTFir 

(i) Central Government 

TTJtr tHTPR 

(ii) State Governments 

(«r) % 

(b) Banks 

rrjjjf+n qipii^tr as- 

(i) Scheduled Commercial Banks 

TFTtr PTg)*PrO 445 

(ii) Scheduled State Co-operative Banks 

ilT-JPJtJpPl v;[Ttf flip 

(iii) Non-Scheduled State Co-operative Banks 

Other Banks 


(rf) tfnf 

(c) Othors 

Bills Payable 

XF4 n i 
Other Liabiities 


W4 

Rs. 

715 , 00 , 00,000 

3400 , 00 , 91,000 

10 . 38 . 91.000 

2046 . 88 . 67.000 

36 . 58 . 95.000 
2 , 30 , 90,000 

2 , 16 , 80,000 

1778 . 27 . 10.000 

194 , 28 , 67,000 

1111 . 04 . 45.000 


srrfkmt 

Assets 

Tfft pk *04 frq- 

Bills Purchased and Discounted 

(t) kfr 

(a) Internal 

(*) fakrV 

(b) External 

(n) rrrvrcV w-rron fww 

(c) Government Treasury Bills 

fktrfi Jr wr jw 4*pwi* 
Balances held Abroad 

Investments** 


sfk R,Ynr : — 

Loans and Advances to : — 

%f?ttr RT'PR Tt 

Central Government 

7PiT RPPITf Tt@ 

State Governments®; 

4T>I w'k RfilR : — 

Loans and Advances to 

RarffaTT Trforra #«rft fir 

(i) Scheduled Commercial Banks 

trt jNY qY 

(ii) State Co-operative Banks 

jrkf qY 

Others 

TPjkrfrfisr ^or (tfNwrtkrtpttfa) fafu Y 
^pr, wftnr *rk fkq'w — 

Loans, Advances and Investments from 
National Agricultural Credit (Long Term 
Operations) Fund — 

(■ p ) ipr *k irRnr : — 

(a) Loans and Advances to : — 

Trm rRimfr rY 

State Governments 

ttw 34Y *Y 

State Co-operative Banks 

%vrfk ^Pr-JFtspp tvf *Y 

Central Land Mortgage Banks 

yfa jTfrm irk Ymw fknr *Y 
Agricultural Refinance and Development 
Corporation 


-Sec. 3 (ii)] 

Pin 

Rs. 

56 , 46 , 37,000 

2944 . 87 . 02.000 

2098 . 08 . 20.000 

1377 . 95 . 37.000 

497 . 90 . 20.000 

159 . 88 . 16.000 

357 . 43 . 70.000 

50 , 00,000 


11 . 13 . 40.000 

20 . 58 . 82.000 

152 , 00 , 00,000 


(w) ktfYnjknmur UVf % ffrSkri 9r Prtw 
(b) Investment in Central Land Mortgage 
Bank Debentures 


7,86,78,000 



[*TFT LI — *»MT3(ii)] VJTT5 Tm* : TTtt 2 9, 1 9 7 S/MPTO 7, 1900 2079 

OTU StlMM 

Rs. Assets Rs. 

TT^rir ffa (MmTtvr) MU It tet 
U fa fjfinr 

Loans and Advances from National Agri- 
cultural Credit (Stabilisation) Fund 

ttht IpUr fit tfjnr t?r*. ftftnr 

Loans and Advances to State Co-operative 
Banks 

Lr^VtrrfhsftfTT w spMr) ftrffer 

U ^pr, nM r trYr fU$*r : 

Loans, Advances and Investments from 
National Industrial Credit (Lbng Term 
Operations) Fund : 

(=P) farm Tit •tPT «rH ufiftf 

(a) Loans and Advances to the Development 
Banks 

(tf ) fa^rra ift btit atM fUU *Tjf vifij 

frfTn U fH'htr 

(b) Investment in bonds/debentures issued 
by the Development Bank 

MUM 

Other Assets 1211,51,05,000 

Rupees 10111,95,36,000 

•sraptflr, uMUff Ttrr trtr R^nsfR wrf*m f i 

•Includes Cash, Fixed Deposits and Short-term Securities. 

**x\*$m ®fU (^lUfttsftT sMr) MU Ufa UWIMp uuM) MU it U fU# TT Itu^t 

TTftTT f i 

••Excluding Investments from the National Agricultural Credit (Long term Operations) Fund and the National Industrial 
Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund. 

@TF^ttt rfU ^er (ifrtfaTfft'T to) MU U tt^t tpt ttk wfUu mfttt Tift jf wr uwn tt Mf M ttw«ft 

tM{W TTfUtT I I 

©Excluding Loans and Advances from the National Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund, but including 
temporary overdrafts to State Governments. 

+Rrafw ftM ah> xrfUMpr fft mrr i7(4)(t) % MPt tt' 1 nit UMr) firUr tt Mm Mr 

M 2,7(5,00,000 wU vrtMr fc i 

•j Includes Rs. 2,76,00, 000 advanced to scheduled commercial banks against usance billsunder Section 17(4) (c) of the Reserve 
Bank of India Act. 

1^4 iu ®fU (MtoUtt uMt) MU Mr *tu ^ (MrfMt'tr) Mw % saw wi Uk Mm urtfaw 

# f i 

ftExciuding Loans and Advances from the National Agricultural Credit (Long term Operations) Fund and the National 
Agricultural Credit (Stabilisation) Fund. 


Mr 

Rupees 10111,95,36,000 


116,46,83,000 


630,83,11,000 


MM 

Liability 


frrtft : 10 R$, 197 9. 

Dated the 10th day of Muy 1978. 


Sfpfo iff o *T£^T, 

T. G. PATEL, Governor 
[No. F, 10/1/.78-BOI] 
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AHrfm m: 

RESERVE BANK OF INDIA 

217 0- rrT'frR wftrPnrR, 1934 % r r$ l y i s "TRir 1 2 fir rrfr gR % fair Rtirr 

S O. 2170 .— An Account pursuant to the RESERVE BANK OF INDIA ACT, 1934 for the week ended the 12th day of May 1978 

fa'-m 

ISSUE DEPARTMENT 


ftRfmf err 

Liabilities Rs. 

^'fatR iWE Si T4T fir 
ffH 

Notes held in tho Banking 
Department 
OrUr R rtr 
N otes in circulation 


10,11,57,000 

9340,81,86,000 


W7 

Rs. 


srrfr Ftr rr 'tr rtr 

Total Notes issued 9350,93,43,000 


JET TRRfR 

Total Liabilities 9350,93,43,000 


RlfER RT ERR 

ASSETS Rs. 

ri^t Tr ptw rFe rFrer : — 

Gold Coin and Bullion 

(t) RiTffRwrgwr 

(a) Held in India 193,09,14,000 

( i t) rocr^ nm wi pr 

(b) Held outside India 
fa^TIT JTFcDjfffRt 

Foreign. Securities 1966,45,29,000 


rrq-q 

Rs. 


5fry 

Total 

TT fffTTT 
Rupee Co .' 11 

RHcT HTRrnr "ft WRT RfatJifraT 
Government of India Rupee Securities 
Wl Mrrr fsTST SfH ^*nt rtF'dr-tr 
internal Bills of Exchango and other 
Commercial paper 

qpr wrffRtrt 

Totil Assets 


2159.54.43.000 
11,19,67,000 

7180.19.33.000 


9350,93,43,000 


ftHPfr : i7Ef, 1978 1 Wife tjflo rJr, JppfT 

Dated the 17th day of May, 1978 I- G. Patel, Governor 


1 2 r£ 19 7 8 Tf RTWR fTR-T % Ri%ff Fff'OTR % RT tf RtTTPT RRFm’R 
Statement of the affairs of the Reserve Bank of India, Banking Department as on the 12th May, 1978 


^RRff 

ERR 

Liabilities 

Rs. 

^'perr >j3fr 

Capital Paid Up 

5,00,00,000 

STTTfSTR Mff 

Reserve Fund 

150,00,00,000 

rnsflR 5fR RFR (TlRRTRlRRffdR) fRfff 

National Agricultural Credit (Long Term 
Operations) Fund 

495,00,00,000 

ftfet RER (ftuTRITR) ffffa 

National Agricultural Credit (Stabilisation) 
Fund 

165,00,00,000 

*ftOTPW> RET (RfRRRRfRRRffR) fRFtJ 
National Industrial Credit (Long Term Opera- 
tions) Fund 

715,00,00,000 

RRT TlftlRf : — 

Deposits : — 

(r?) rtttLt 

(a) Government 

(i) Central Government 

2690,39,96,000 

7R7R R7RR 

(ii) State Governments 

7,60,35,000 

(tj) R4> 

(b) Banks 

RTOfRR RTPT7R Rtp 
(i) Scheduled Commercial Banks 

1901,75,66,000 


m it: 

Assets Rs. 

RH 

Notes 10,11,57,000 

ERR m ffl'PTT 

RupecCoin 1,91,000 

®HT fRRRT 

Small Coin 5,11,000 

tjrftT rfk rrt4 rr Ftet 

Bills Purchased and Discounted 

(w>) iNfr 

(a) Internal 49,16,65,000 

(rt) fa^ffr 

(b) External 

(R) RVTTRi ^SsTTRT FRR 

(c) Government Treasury Bills 2771,19,16,000 

fa&ff If wr JETT RRuRT* 

Balances Held Abroad* 2119,81,56,000 

Fttut” 1 * 

Investments** 963,60,75,000 

Rtw *rk RfRR : — 

Loans and Advances to 
%7jflR RT*RR RT> 

(i) Central Government 



[BIT II- -WJ 3 (ii)] 

BT74 47T TDTTEf 

CBTtti 

744 

Li abilities 

Rs. 

B.T^tTIT Ti77 Rg47, r 47 4 47 


(ii) Scheduled State Cooperative Hanks 

30,63,41,000 

47 BfijfBB 7474 BjRFrfr 7 47 

(iii) Non-Schedulcd Slate Co-operative 

Banks 2,38,72,000 

BiB 447 

(iv) Other Banks 

2,34,12,000 

(B) BB 

(c) Others 

1775,09,47,000 

^4 f»TB 

Bills Payable 

195,82,97,000 

B74 krffrn 

Other Liabilities 

1134,27,83,000 


29, i 9 7 s/BTBB 7 , ignn 

2081 

BrfBTBT 

744 

.Assets 

Rs . 

Tpb 474777 ) 47) 

-- --- 

(ii) State Governments n 

4TB BIT xrfiTB ; — 

Loans and Advances to — 

BrfBTB 447) nfr 

549,27,13,000 

(i) Scheduled Commercial Banks! 
tfb Birrkr 44)) tu 

140,18, 1 3,000 

(ii) State Co-operative Bankstt 
prf k) 

353,45,53,000 

(iii) Others 

TTEf.ii tji (4 447TB B JTWB) Wu t 

BTB, BftTB B)7 fTFtrr 

Loans, Advances and Investments fromNational 
Agricultural Credit(Long Term Operalions) 
Fund 

( 47 ) BFT B>7 BBB : — 

(a) Loans and Advances to : — 

1.11,00,000 


wf 

Rupees 9270,12, 49, 000 

’kWr bf-tjt BBr sk BeTTr-TB kori rnfa^r § i 
*lne!u .las Cash, Fixed Deposits and Short-term Securities. 


Tr^q - Eporru ^tt 

(i) State Governments III 13 22 000 

tTJtr tr^rd ^qtr nft 

(ii) State Co-operative Banks 20,46 59 000 

4'Htf 47> 

(iii) Central Land Mortgages Banks 

*Pr TtTfrfT wk fsRtrrr f%inT kr 

(iv) Agricultural Refinance and Development 

Corporation 152,00,00,000 

(ij) $BTiB tjfBSFU'F fipT % WBTT if fif^Kr 
(b) Investment in Central Land Mortgage 
Bank Debenlurcs 7,86,77,000 

rrsfitr ?t/T beb ( rtBTkTB) firfsr B bet srk Bf?m 

Loans and Advances from National Agri- 
cultural) Credit (Stabilisation) Fund 

TFB BSBki shrf 4.4 BST°T wk BIBB 

Loans and Advances to Slate Co-operative Banks 1 14,26,18,000 
TRjBr?fhfrf’T47^7 , T(?i 1 !r i FRfi^ snraV) firfsr 
B BET, BfaB Bk Fbbvt 
L oans, Advances and Investments from 
National Industrial Credit (Long Term 
Operations) Fund 

(4r) fWTB sf'TT 44 Tret Bk bFbB 

(a) Loans and Advances to the Development 
Bank 

(>?) fw?r snr bit) f%-T tr? 4kd/ 

fsBBTT B fhAttr 

(b) Investment in bonds/debentures issued by 
the Development Bank 

®rt BrfklBT 
Other Assets 

744 

Rupees 


645.29.81.000 

1261.31.42.000 

9270.32.49.000 


^. T (?;',wBb btfb) Ibb Bk rptfi-tr jfrerrOHt vyr ( BiB’tfpf.'B JDRfB) faffc 4 B firf bb Mur wtFbb ^ f i 
‘“Excluding Investments from the National Agricultural Credit(LongTcrmOpcrations) Fund and the National Industrial Credit 
tLong Term Operations) Fund. 

f T.'T BEB (flBTTTB B4BB) fair B B4R ^<4 wk BBB fflfBB £- 97^ 7FB *T74tm 47) m bTBTT) 

BMP y -■■■'; trrfBB £ i 

©Excluding Loans and Advances from the National Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund, but including temporary 
overdrafts to State Governments. 


■f-TiTivtr frsrcf ft? wrsrfBBB qr) sro t ?( j) ( 4 ) bbtb B4^P4B 4rfk7tr w 4 ?t tort) fakt 47 stRbt fcq tb 7 , 76 , 00,000 
74-4 tnrrTT ?. 1 

tin dudes Rs. 2,76,00,000 advanced toscheduledcommcrcial banks against usance bills under Section 1 7(4)(e) of the Reserve Bank 
of India Act. 


ttTTSJW T7-T 474 (TWBi'TT 3W3) Mr wk TBSJiB yftf 4TW ( ) fafu Ef 5T5W 4TT Bk Bfipr ttlfu-T pff fr | 
f ['Excluding Loans and Advances from the National Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund and the National 
Agricultural Credit (Stabilisation) Fund. 

ftTRT : 1 7 Bf , 19 7 8 
Dated the 17th May, 1978 


3TTf o iff o IPFTT 

I. G. PATF.L, Governor 
[No, F. 10/1/78-BOI] 
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317 1. — dTC-T'rT For# nrfufa-RR, 1934 % Jr *r|, 1978 % ftnrto 19 f# ffffrro jtr frr# #trr 

S. 0 . 2171 — An Account pursuant to the RESERVE BANK OF TNDIA ACT, 1934 for the week ended the 19th day of May. 1978 

Pprtr 

ISSUE DEPARTMENT 


Liabilities 

Rs. 

tor RifWurr 

Rs. Assets 

Rs, 

#Fff<r faflTR if 39# gP 
#13 

Notes held in the Banking 
Department 

rpwr fr #tc 

Notes in circulation 

1 1,03,51,000 

9353,09,68,000 

#1# TO faRTO wVr 

4p=PTR : — 

Gold Coin and Bullion 

(r) RRfl frTTTTJWT 

(a) Held in India 
(«*•) RTTO % TBIT w 

(b) Held outside India 

9364.13,19,000 ^ 

Foreign Securities 

193,09,14,000 

3rtft flpif Rif 'PR #Y 

Total Notes issued 


1966,45,29,000 


t'Tt 
T otal 

TR# to fOtvr 
Rupee Coin 
TOTO RT4 1 >■ TO RRRT 

SrfaRfiBlt 

Government of India Rupee 
Securities 7195,19,40,000 

Oft M#rr fspar *rk 
RTpRTO-Rff 

Internal Bills of Exchange 
and other commercial 
paper 


2159,54,43,000 

9.39,36,000 


TOR #T5Tn 

Total Liabilities 9364,13,19,000 


tot wrfaprt 

Total Assets 


9364,13,19,000 


fcfffft : 2 4 *rf, 1 9 7 8 wrfo R#tT, 

Dated the 24th day of May 1978. LG. PATEL Governor 


1 9 rrf 19 78 spr RTTOPt fTTT# #47 % #1471 fa'RTff % TO#TO=rtR TO f#RVR 
Statement of the affairs of the Reserve Bank of India, Banking Department as on the 19th May, 1978 




Rjfkrrt 

Liabilities 

Rs- 

Assets 

RTOtt RT) 



dapitaF Paid Up 

5,00,00,000 

Notes 

wnftTTtffffhr 

Reserve Fund 

1 50,00,00,000 

RR# TO fttRTO 

Rupee Coin 

TtejPr f f# ’in 1 (eh#TOwPr RTtPr) fhftr 
National Agricultural Credit (Long Term 


TORI f#RTO 

Small Coin 

Operations) Fund 

495,00,00,000 

tpN •RffTR RR fsnr 

Bills Purchased and Discounted : — 

(fkrftTOPR) fffftr 

National Agricultural Credit (Stabilisation) 
Fund 

165,00,00,000 

(*) 

(a) Internal 

TpsfPr tfhtrtPPP Rpr (#)#TOctPt R4#r) f#ftr 

(*af) ftkrfV 
(b) External 

National Industrial Credit (Long Term Opera- 
tions) Fund 

715,00,00,000 

(r) RVfTIf) IJRITRT f#7T 
(c) Government Treasury Bills 

tsnrnTFirirt : — 


Pr#uft ff tut jxrr wn* 

Deposits 


Balances Held Abroad* 

(47) BTTOk 


Pt^st** 

(a) Government 


Investments** 

+ r (fi" i r 


RTR wk WftTR : — 

(i) Central Government 

3226,93,71,000 

Loans and Advances to : 

Tfjr r RTTO# 


TOfftR TOR TO 

(li) State Governments 

7,67,56,000 

(i) Central Government 


PR# 

Rs. 


11.03,51,000 

2.09.000 

5.47.000 


51,27.56,000 


3199.80.93.000 

2124.27.63.000 

992.83.06.000 



[’•TFT II — wu ,i(ii)] 


4Tt4 TT TRPTW : 2 9, 19 7 S/^FTT 7, 19 0 0 


topf 

Liabilities 


to Wiftort 

Rs. Assets 


O) 

(b) Banks 

sHtjito 4iftor fa 

(i) Scheduled Commercial Banks 1941,71,51,000 

Ipjflfto 7T74 tTSTtfr fa 

(ii) Scheduled State Co-operative Banks 28,14,83,000 

lit: *14^ to tr^q- fa 

(iii) JNon-ScheduIed State Co-operative Banks 2,37,32,000 

wn fa 


(iv) other Banks 
(tT) tFT 
(c) Others 
%4 to 
Bills Payable 
(Ftr 1 j |8[tt 
O ther Liabilities 


2,48,10,000 

1771,87,75,000 

195,44,88,000 

1147,52,54,000 


Tmr 4T4to Vl 

(ii) Slate Governments 

4F4 to to4 : — 

Loans and Advances to : — 

1 ! I * J T vl 4 4 4'f to 

Scheduled Commercial Banksf 
ttw Bettor *to n’t 
Slate Co-operative Banksft 
£47t to 
Others 

tFfltr to 4T4 (totoFr to 4) fto It 
Frit, trto to fhto 

Loans, Advances and Investments from 
National Agricultural Credit (Long Term 
Operations) Fund 

(qt) to totor : — - 
(a) Loans and Advances to 
TT44 44447) *frT 
State Governments 


7154 454471 4 to TO 
State Co-operative Banks 
toto 4f444J4 i'to TO 
Central Land Mortgage Banks 
to 44f4n to 14444 f444to 
Agricultural Refinance and Development 
Corporation 

(tj) toto 'hftTtptjqt Ito ^ to'tof If 
fir^ur 

(b) Investment in Central Land Mortgage 
Bank Debentures 

TT^ftT to Tfr ( f^Tvfi*rrnr ) ffifa Ir 4pr 
to srto 

Loans and Advances from National Agricul- 
ture Credit (Stabilisation) Fund 

7R4 toftor $to to 4T4 to tow 

Loans and Advances to Stale Co-operative 
Banks 

toftto w (tfwtofa to4) 
fto It 4 T>t, tofnt to fbtor 

Loans, Advances and Investments from 
National Industrial Credit (Long Term 
Operations) Fund 

(4t) fafnrr »N to 4574 tototor 

(a) Loans and Advances to the Development 
Bank 

(w) Nw fa irt Tnft ftor 44 tariff/ 
[74473 If f444 

(b) Investment in bonds/debentures issued 
by the Development Bank 

Wrrr errCcm I 

Other Assets 


2083 

to 

Rs. 

598.20.42.000 

211.16.60.000 

352,51,02,000 

1,58,00,000 


110,95,61,000 

20,31,81,000 

152,00,00,000 

7,86,77,000 


112,74.09,000 


646,04,82,000 


1261,38,81,000 


444 TO 

_ _ Rupees 9855,08,20,000 Rupees _9854.08.20 ,000 

* T*pfl, xrrrfto tut far 44rtot4 srrfinsT | i 

‘Includes Cash, Fixed Deposits and Short term Securities. 

“Tr^'tT to qfirr (frtoto srto) FAffer to Tt^frir toftto 4g4 (totonto 3744 ) fto if it ftot 44 f4tor itoT to $ 1 
“Excluding Investments from Ihe National Agricultural Credit(LongTermOperations)Fund and thcNational Industrial Credit 
(Long Term Operations) Fund. 

@T|4J>4 to ^4 (tofTto Jftol) ffirflj ft 447T ’tP’T to to4 vrrfrttT 4ff 4375 7154 4T4T7f to to 44 47tof 
farryvFr wrfftsr % 1 

(^.'Excluding Loans and Advances from the National Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund, but including tempo- 
rary overdraft to State Governments. 

t4R4t4 ftorft to tofftw to tort 17(4) (4) % WF4 44^11 totor tot 4ft ftttol toff it nfto to 44 

2,76,00,000 to JITtor if 1 

tlncludes Rs. 2,76,00,000 advanced to scheduled commrcial banks against usance bills under Section 17(4)(c) of the Reserve Bank 
of India Act. 

tfTn^fT to ^4 (<frtorto4 into) fftfft to to ’irr (ftom't) fftfft ft srarr ^4 to to4 vntor to ^ 1 

+tExcluding Loans and Advances from the National Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund and the National 
Agricultural Credit (Stabilisation) Fund. , 

to beta , 44to 

toto : 24 4$, 19 78 I. G. Patel, Governor] 

Dated the 24th day of May 1978, [No. F. 10/1/78-BOI 

404GI/78— 6 
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VTo KTc. 2172. — ■RKfflir Pcstf fa RfstfaqR, 1 9 3 4 % Sf 1 9 7 8 ^ ffaFF 2 6 *tt FRFTT *TTTni % fWF TOT 

S O. 2172. — An Account pursuant to the RESERVE BANK OF INDIA ACT, 1934 for the week ended the 26lh day of May 1978 

nrfwi 

ISSUE DEPARTMENT. 


famr 

Liabilities 


tmf w# wrffaqr 

Rs. Rs. ASSETS Rs, Rs. 


xffa ffanr t m ijt ttt 

Notes held in the Banking 

Deaprlment. 11,28,01,000 

ff’TTTRtfh: 

Notes in circulation. 9302,06,20,0000 

reft fa# fa jt trre 

Total Notes issued. 9313,34,21,000 


fafaTfawnfh: — 

Gold coin and Bullion 

(v) trrar Srw g*rr 

(a) Held in India. 193,09,14,000 

(tsr) tnror ^ Twr 

JWT 

(b) Held outside India 
ffavfT RfTtjiTtirt 

Foreign Securities. 2066,43,29,000 


fur^rant 
Total Liabilities 


Total 2259,34,43,000 

xfa ^iT Fuwil 

Rupee Coin 8,60,28,000 

'ffTT-t ti 1 . ».nni 

srftrwffat 

Government of India Rupee 

Securities. 7045,19,50,000 

tOtfr Mfar ftw tflr Ijfa 

Internal Bills of Exchange 
and other commeicial paper. 


f .A Ai trUh I 

9313,34,21,000 Total Assets 9313,34,21,000 


ffaiT: 3 1 FT#, 1978 

Dated the 31st day of May, 1978 


fa T^fo f.t-UT iTa ifu \3T rpEplT 
K ,S. KRISHNASWAMY Dy. Governor 


2 6 rrf, i97sfaFraffafVfafa%xffaffaTT* ffarvr 

STATEMENT OF THE AFFAIRS OF THE RESERVE BANK OF INDIA, BANKING DEPARTMENT as on the 26th May 1978. 


faiXTti tTU si IImT 

Liabilities Rs, ASSETS 


=*4RTT <£sft 

Capital Paid Up 

5,00, (X), 000 

YTtfstT faftr 

Reserve Fund. 

150,00,00,000 

TpsfPr ffT rflrni (fafarfaT StfaT ) Ufa 

National Agricultural Credit (Long Term 
Operations) Fund. 

495,00,00,000 

(fafamw) FtFet 

National Agricultural Credit (Stabilisation) 
Fund. 

1 65,00,00,000 

TF^PT fafaffa WV (fafafafa 5Plfa) Ufa 
National Industrial Credit (Long Term Opera- 
tions) Fund. 

715,00,00,000 

tjprrfTffat : — 

Deposits : — 

(v) TTTTfV 
(a) Government. 



fa?fW RT3FTT 

(i) Central Government. 3304,73,34,000 

TDR RTVTT 

(ii) State Governments. 8,10,61,000 

(iff) fa 

(b) Banks 

(RtjFrtf *TfT5tT fa 

(i) Scheduled CommercialBanks, 1717,52,21,000 


tT 

Notes 

^'WfttfRwr 
Rupee Coin. 

Small Coin. 

sftr wtr fa ffar 
Bills Purchased and Discounted 

(it) 

(a) Internal 
(er) fafaft 

(b) External 

(tf) nrX'lFf WTTPTT [fa 

(c) Government Treasury Bills 
ffaw *r wr gtn srm* 
Balance Held Abroad 

ffayr** 

Investments 

Rffa> 

Loans and Advances to 
8t r cfi ■’I si * x 1 r fa 

(i) Central Government 

TT7T fa 

(ii) State Governments (5 

5(^1 far wfinr:- 

Loans and Advances to 


<I'H9 

Rs. 

11,28,01,000 

4.99.000 

5.29.000 

49,95,55,000 

2882.21.90.000 

1926.77.92.000 

1324.24.20.000 


562,60,84,000 
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TO TOT 

TiTO 

srfertrr 

TO 

Liabilities 

Rs. 

Assets 

Rs. 

*pj5fwrr ttto T^prfr to 


wtoIto TTfroro to) kt f 
(i) Scheduled Commercial Banks. 


(ii) Scheduled State Co-operative Banks. 

28,02,46,000 

196,27.55,000 

*T T . TR3 


tito TOrok fkf kr ft 


(iii) Non Scheduled Stale Co-operative Banks. 

2,39,25,000 

(ii) State Co-operative Banks 

336,09,82,00 rt 

xrorkk 


ykt kt 


(iv) Other Banks. 

2,23,97,000 

(iii) Others 

55,0,000 

*fzt 

TTsjro wftr tit (kftr^TTwFr TOk) faf&rk tfh, wfro kk fakir 

(c) Others 

1785,70,19,000 

Loans, Advances and Investments from Natio- 
nal Agricultural Credit ( Long Term Operations) 


krtror 


Fund. 


Bills Payable 

WTO 4unltT 

Other Labilities 

186.65.39.000 

1038.79.36.000 

(41 ) tit wk «rftnr: 

(a) Loans and Advances to;— 

TOTO TOTOTf kf 


(i) State Governments. 

toto ikr kt 

(ii) State Co-operative Banks, 

110,94,24,000 

20,16,14,000 





From sjfwuT «rkf kr 
(iii) Central Land Mortgage Banks. 




vfa from F^ih 




(iv) Agricultural Refinance and Development 
Corporation . 

knfk tIwto kkr k firkkkf k from 

(b) Investment Central Land Mortgage Bank 

152,00,00,000 



Debentures. 

7,86,77,000 



tit (fc«kkTT,) fafa k tit kk 
Loans and Advances from National Agricul- 
tural Credit (Stabilisation) Fund. 

wfkro 



ttto Trfroff kkf kr tit kk wfinr 

Loans and Advances to state Co-operative 
Bnaks. 

115,08,14,000 



Trfm kkfrfw tit (krtfTrak toJt) fa-fa k 
tit, vftw kk fakir 




Loans, Advances and Investments from Natio- 
nal Industrial Credit (Long Term Operations) 
Fund. 




from kk kr tit kk trfro 

(a) Loans and Advances to th« Development 

Bank. 

660,58,52,000 



from #k mi wkr fkk fa ifkr/fkTOkr 




k ffaw 




(b) Investment in bonds/debenlures issued by 
the Development Bank. 




JTTfaTCT 

Other Asstcs. 

1247,41,90,000 



ink 


Rupees 

9604,36,78,000 

Rupeos 

9604,36,78,000 

*44^ WTTftJW TOT kk WTOTOtffa ITTfasT $ 1 


Includes Cash, Fixed Deposits and Short-term Securities. 

^ wfk m;ur (kkf'PTklT Mfd'i) fkf*r pk Trkk khtfrfw tto (krksuklT n^ef'T ) fkfk k kfkk *r5 fakir wTfw *r^fr fr i 

Excluding Investments from the National Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations ) Fund and the National Industrial 
Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund. 

@Trs£rtr Tfa tcw (fofairkfa srktFT) fafkk tr^str T^rkk trfttJt irifaTr Tifr HTwrkf kr fak to wronft kti rjpjz vif*res | i 

Excluding Loans and Advances from the National Agri cultural Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund, but including; 
temporary overdrafts to State Governments. 

kirk sTFsrf^nTT uttt 17 (4) (t) k n>ffa ^TfhT^r kkr kr rfkrkr farkT to vImh fkk to 21 7 6 , 0 0, 0 0 0 to? wrf*r^r 

ft' 

Includes Rs. 2,76,00,000 advanced to scheduled commercial banks against usance bills under Section 17 (4) (c) of the 
Reserve Bank of India Act. 

ttrofta Tfa tto toft) fafa kk 7p^k wfa tto (fkrfkror) fafa k toft tto kk wfiro irrfror Rifr jf 

Excluding Loans and Advances from the National Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund and the National 
Agricultural Credit (Stabilisation) Fund. 

ftFita : 31 I9 7B TT TOtt 

Dy, Governor 
[No. F. 10/1/78— BOI] 


Dated the 31st day of May, 1978 
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VTo 2173- — 'TrerpT fUN SrfafajpT, 1934 % tERRit if 3J5 1 978 % ftEfTT) 2 %T JETTTP gtf ^1^ % firti SWT 

S.O. 2173. — An Account pursuant to the Reserve Bank of India Act, 1 934 for the weekended the 2nd dayof June, 1978. 


TWfirfTT'T 

ISSUE DEPARTMENT 


Liabilities 


ririf wf 

Rs, Rs. 


srrfaPTt tprft tnt 

ASSETS Rs. Rs, 


i'fwfwTirTT# 5 ^ 

Notes held in (he Banking 

Department. 10,34,38,000 

BW if 'TfT 

Notes in circulation. 9400,49,75,000 

srrff faff «nf f^r 7 V 

Total Notes issued 9410,84,13,000 


f?T *7?TTtf 


rtlT !ft fawr srri 
stfemn — 

Gold Coin and Bullion 
(^) Tired if Twigm- 

(a) Held in India 

(w) •‘ttct % *np. vqr 

fWT 

(b) Held outside India 
fa%nrl srffnjftPrt 
Foreign Securities 


193,09,14,000 


2166,45,29,000 


efrr 

Total 

rpriT fwi 

Rupee Coin 

TOT WV^TT. 

Government of India Rupee 
Securities 

Nt Miririr fim tft x 
HTfiirrtf-TS' 

Internal Bills of Exchange 
and other commercial paper 

!pr *rrfapri 


2359.54.43.000 

6 ,10,21,000 

7045.19.49.000 


Total Labilities 


9410,84,13,000 


Total Assets 


9410,84,13,000 


7 TpT, 1978 #0 (WnTPIriff, 37 ’BEIT 

Dated the 7th day of June 1978. K. S. KRISHNASWAMY, Dy. Governor. 


2^T 19 78%r’8RtffiT fYH jf'T % IWFT % 17 <M fawT 

STATEMENT OF THE AFFAIRS OF THE RESERVE BANK OF INDIA, BANKING DEPARTMENT as on the 2nd June 1978 


%thtp xnfwrtrt 

Liabilities Rs. ASSETS 


xppTUi’ft 
Capital Paid Up 
tmftntftftj 
Reserve Fund. 

< 1 ^17 (^f'foTtfrirsmfa) fats 

National Agricultural Credit (Long Term 
Operations) Fund. 

Ttsjfa jTfn (frirfr>PTri) frirfw 

National Agricultural Credit (Stabilisation) 

Fund. 

yrnfm xrffftfw TTri (tfrifarmfW srrtfa) ftflr 
National Industrial Credit (Long Term Ope- 
rations) Fund. 

'JlhKlOtNU — 

Deposits : — 

(4f) BTTtTTf 

(a) Government 
WKTOTt 

(i) Central Government 3256,16,47,000 

(il) State Governments, 9,83,11,000 

(»*) 

(b) Banks 
XprgftriT *TpJEPT %fr 

(i) Scheduled Commercial Banks. 190.3,53,82,000 


5,00,00,000 

150.00. 00.000 

495.00. 00.000 

165.00. 00.000 

715.00. 00.000 


sftS 

Notes 

Rupee Coin 
Etffr 
Small Coin 

urft tfrr ffTrif fiBT 

Bills Purchased and Discounted : — 

(T) *nff 

(a) Internal 

(tj) N?nff 

(b) External 

( 7 ) HriNTf trstRr 

(c) Government Treasury Bills 
far^rif ft gwr ^raT’ 1 ' 

Balances Held Abroad* 

Investments** 

7577 ftfa; wftnr : — 

Loans and Advances to : — 

«wrc rft 

(i) Central Government 

rmrTTTntf %f@ 

(ii) State Governments® 

SRTT xfK Rf%7 : — 

Loans and Advances to 

7rfft»7 tftr %r f 

(i) Scheduled Commercial Banks f 


Rs. 

10.34.38.000 

2.31.000 

4.03.000 

55.64.11.000 

3140.37.03.000 

1781.40.47.000 

1327.78.24.000 


525,68,26,000 


219,95,57,000 



[tmT II— «■«»■ .3 (ii)] 

RITT ft WtSt 

id<m( 

Wt( 

Liabilities 

Rs. 

<PT^f*Trr TTHf 0 ^ 


(ii) Scheduled State Co-operative Banks. 

29,58,77,000 

it: tpjgfdd Tiff rfr if 

(iii) Non-Schedu!cd State Co-operative Banks 

2,40,46,000 

Rdf if 

(iv) Other Banks. 

2,47,15,000 

(d) <Fd 

(c) Others 

1776,31,37,000 

finr 

Bills Payable 

152,54,33,000 

XFd tddTd 

Other Liabilities 

1040,50,80,000 


: 29 , 1 9 7 sj’wn 7 , 1900 2087 


Rifaprf dri( 

Assets Rs. 


IFJd dfffRf iff fftt 

( 11 ) State Co-operative Banksft 314,13,66,000 

ft 

(iii) Others 60,00,000 


TT^m jrfrr ^ (YrifPTtd 5 did) fdFui3nc% 

Rfdd xfR fWF 

Loans, Advances and Investments from Na- 
tional Agricultural Credit (Long Term Opera- 
tions) Fund 

(f) ^drrkRftrd 
(a) Loans and Advances to : — 
dldd « Wtl ft 

(i) State Governments 110,84,21,000 


704 dis-fu el id) ft 

(ii) State Co-operative Banks 20,08,61,000 

fofrd Tjfwtrf <Vr ft 

(iii) Central Land Mortgage Banks 


rfa p-rtTT Rtr ff fra- fddd ft 
(iv) Agricultural Refinance and Develop- 
ment Corporation 152,00,00,000 

(at) "frjfiT wrJWfHT iff f fifdrt Ff fairr 
(b) Investment in Central Land Mortgage 

Bank Debentures 7,86,77,000 


fff ’TIT (fttrftfTd) frfa ft RpT 


Loans and Advances from National Agricul- 
tural Credit (Stabilisation) Fund 


Trar difrff iff f> mrr rftr wfinr 
Loans and Advances to State Co-operative 
Banks 122,00,49,000 

tr^Td wtarf faff'd (rfifrtffd ddid) fbfir 
ft w, fftm wtr mrr 
Loans, Advances and Investments from Na- 
tional Industrial Credit (Long Term Opera- 
tions) Fund 


(f) fafitr if ft ^rw wYc Rftnr 

(a) Loans and Advances to the Development 

Bank 666,05,75,000 

(w) fifnr if irt atrft ffi di h 

(b) Investment in bonds/debentures issued by 
the Development Bank 


Rupees 


9703,36,28,000 


Other Assets 


ddd 

Rupees 


1248,52,39,000 


9703,36,28,000 


’"dfit RifFtra sftrr tffT srftnjfddt fTfdd ^ i 

‘Includes Cash, Fixed Deposits and Short-term Securities, 

**'*Tr^Tir yfi ^d ('frifFftd ddid) r^FtT *rh dnjfd xffiffdf dpr (itifrcftd strid) fhfa i fr Ffi di fdi?r wrFh'r d$f f 1 
“Excluding Investments from the National Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund and the National Industrial Credit 
(Long Term Operations) Fund. 

(girted ffh (itifrtftd irfid) fdfa i sr-^rr xct trtr tridd wfdd d$f <005 tot rrtf rif ft fai di Rwrdf wffTjTO TnfjTd t 1 
(fi Excluding Loans and Advances from the National Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund, but including temporary 
overdrafts to State Governments, 

tdRdfd fksrd if Rfafmr d fi tTRr 1 7 ( 4 ) ( d ) it qtftd Rd^ff d drfidw iff ft fardiif fir'll qr wftr d ff i dd 2 , 7 f, 0 0, 0 0 0 *di rnfdd $ 1 
tlncludes Rs 2,76,00,000 advanced to scheduled commercial banks against usance bills under Section 17(4)(c) of the Reserve 
Bank of India Act. 

ttTT^k fPr frd (frfifr'dtd wr) fdfer xftr ftfir frr (ftdfrfTf) ftrfa % tto drd <hTt tdTfdcr dp'f |i 

ttExcIuding Loans and Advances from the National Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund and the National 
Agricultural Credit (Stabilisation) Fund. 


fkdTf 7 fd, J 978 

Dated the 7th day of June, 1978 


fo qdo Sd^nTfldt dddddd 
K. S. KR1SHNASWAMY, Dy. Governor 
[No. F. 10/1/78-BOI] 
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It" *n° 2174. — TKffN fw TO BfhpTTO, 1934 % <tF£4T4r $ ^4 1978 % fTOTO 9 Tt 44T4T gTT % ftpr 

S.O. 2174.— Ad Account pursuant to the Reserve Bank of India Act, 1934 for the week ended the 9th day of June 1978. 

fa4T4 

ISSUE DEPARTMENT 

LIABILITIES 

444 

Rs. 

444 

Rs. 

BTfeOTt 

ASSETS 

444 1544 

Rs. Rs. 

t'f%4 Pr'flTrr *r Ttf Jtr 

Notes held in the Banking 
Department 

h ■a ii 4 £[■ 

Notes in circulation 

12,67,20,000 

9576,74,19,000 


til 4 44 fTO44 tftf 1 — 

Gold Coin and Bullion 
{%) RTTfl *T T<ffT JMT 
(a) Held in India 

(sr) brt $ vijtr jwr 

Held outside India 
ftorft srUurffTTi 

193,09,14,000 

'STr^V fa - *? 

Total Notes issued 


9589,41,39,000 

Forcing Securities 2166,45,29,000 2359,54,43,000 

wl? 

Total 




444 44 fRTOT 

Rupee Coin 

4T44 TO444 Tt 444T 

jrRr^fiwt 

Government of India Rupee 
Securities 

ihift fVRrw fti sfk 

4if i 8TO-'Rl 

Internal Bills of Exchange and 
other commercial paper 
ft* wrfcprt 

4,67,74,000 

7225.19,22,000 

Total Liabilities 


9589,41,39,000 

Total Assets 

9589,41,39,000 

ftFfbfi : 14 '5JH 1978 

Dated the Nth day of June, 1978. 



LG. PATEL. Governor 
an^o uftc 4^r, toIt 


9^4 1978 44 4T44t4fC5T4 ^ fawl % 4nNfi4!T444 fTO 

Statement of the Affairs of the Reserve Bank of India, Banking Department as on the 9th June 1978. 


4444) 

44^ 

wrferat 

444 

LIABILITIES 

Rs. 

ASSETS 

Rs. 

■tout ’Jsft 




Capital Paid Up 

5,00,00,000 

Notes 

12,67,20,000 

wtrftrr Nfisr 

Reserve Fund 

7T^4 Ff4 4T4 (fNWSFTTOTO) Mh 

150,00,00,000 

447? 4tT Fits' T 

Rupee Coin 

2,30,000 

National Agricultural Credit (Long Term 

495,00,00,000 



Operations) Fund 

Small Coin 

4,49,000 

41^4 tffa 4F4 (fwfr4TT4) Ms 


11 4 < *T4 i4 4*1 f44t 


National Agricultural Credit (Stabilisation) 
Fund 

165,00,00,000 

Bills Purchased and Discounted 


<i&$Nr?rV*ftfTO 4T4 (trHrufN toto) faftr 


(«p) Wr 

61,03,82,000 

National Industrial Credit (Long Term Op- 
erations) Fund 

715,00,00,000 

(a) Internal 




(n) fiM 


w-uBntrt : — 


(b) External 


Deposits : — 




(T) TOflO 
(a) Government 


(4) 4TOTT) W'tfHT f>PT 
(c) Government Treasury Bills 

2776,83,24,000 

WtltRTTT 


fattfr Sr ttst gw toftt* 


(i) Central Government 

2493,81,93,000 

Balances Held abroad* 

1796,78,42,000 



1900 


[ffPT II— V* 3 (ii)] 

'Jn'iirr 

Liabilities 

(ii) trcqrrc 

(ii) State Governments 

(«■) % 

(b) Banks 

(i) ’tFTgl^PT tnfiwt flip 

(i) Scheduled Commercial Banks 

( i i ) <mr ^rpinfr 

(ii) Scheduled State Co-operative Banks 

( i ii ) ’k-TT^jfart Ttsrr tftt+'lfl WT 

(iii) Non-Scheduled State Co-operative Banks 

(iv) *rnr*r«f? 

(iv) Other Banks 

(n) Ipsq- 

(c) Others 

'tlfm 
Bills Payable 

^rttrrt 

Other Liabilities 


'TTTtt qty M-Jina '• 29, 1 978/ !5 nq' II T 7 

»TTfepTf 

Rs. Assets 

fa^KT** 

10,27,09,000 Investments** 


Qf^ZJ 


^ sfa stfirtr : — 

Loans and Advances to : — 

2102,39,84,000 (i) rort fit 

(i) Central Government 

30,18,35,000 (ii) trjirtrwrff qrr@ 

(ii) State Governments^ 


2.36.07.000 

2.15.34.000 


1785,96,65,000 


143,61,87,000 

1065,25,11,000 


srh trftm : — 

Loans and Advances to : — 

(i) qTfiqjT faff Jtrrt 

(i) Scheduled Commercial Banksf 

(ii) TPKT fttf TTft 

(ii) State Co-operative BanksG 

(iii) 

(iii) Others 

ftfa ’trif ( SW T ) fafij SIJT1T, 

wftnr srtr fir^vr 

Loans, Advances and Investments from Nati- 
onal Agricultural Credit (Long Term Opera- 
tions) Fund 


(q>) tflr *rftrr 

(a) Loans and Advances to : — 

rmfiTTRf Tt 

(i) State Governments 

w ffjwrt) 3qrf qft 

(ii) State Co-operative Banks 


%-srrq aNif tit 

(iii) Central Land Mortgage Banks 


!'<. M 1 PftTO PtrpT q?T 

(iv) Agricultural Refinance and Development 
Corporation 

(tr) ir fvrih?r 

(b) Investment in Central Land Mortgage Bank 
Debentures 

Trs^Br ^ (fw<l%-<w) Prffir ^ ’jrbt wh: wRm- 
Loans and Advances from National Agri- 
cultural Credit (Stabilisation) Fund 

w tr^qrtfl' fqtf qit wyt srh trflrF 

Loans and Advances to State Co-operative 

Banks 

TTSfta 'nWrPTqr (sWwTfa' sFifa') Prftrif 
BfTt, stIttf tflr frtsr 

Loans Advances and Investments from Nati- 
onal Industrial Credit (Long Term Operations) 
Fund 


2C89 

wi 

Rs. 

954,16,50,000 


561.25.76.000 

317.88.12.000 

291.70.85.000 
1,50,00,000 


110,84,21,000 

19.88.48.000 

152,00,00,000 

7.86.77.000 


121,83,54,000 
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Rs. Assets 
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Rs. 


( F) fFFTR tF F> RCF Rh fl-ftpr 

(a) Loans and Advances to the Development 

Bank 676,12,15,000 

( iff ) ftptro %f jRr TTtt fw »nf tfiijftfwxi 
ff faffitr 

(b) Investment in bonds/debentures issued by 
the Development Bank 


FTT 

Rupees 


9166,02,25,000 


rtf RifFiRt 
Other Assets 

FTif 

Rupees 


1303,36,40,000 


9166,02,25000, 


♦wfl, wffftpp aim rVt; mpfti srfavjTtFt vnftm \ i 

♦Includes Cash, Fixed Deposits and Short-term Securities. 

stfa ’tp’r (^iwirfFT RFfa) frftr r\f TrsfiF Rfa'llFF rtf (fNFrffr Ffftfa) faftr ^ f%*f *T»f vnPrw Ffr $ i 
♦♦Excluding Investments from the National Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund and the National Industrial Credit 
(Long Term Operations) Fund. 

fftr ffrr (fNFtTfN ffTf) faffer it m rTc xrftni vrrffur $, ttfj Tw<r rtfrI f1 Pot ff HFTitfl *ftRT jfrc mftrR $ i 

Cij: Excluding Loans and Advances from the National Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund, but including temporary 
overdrafts to State Governments. 

prrcffar trap! ?F RfsrftTFR rrm 1 7 (4) (f) % RtfFr R^Fna 1 ffrfFw %FT Ft nWf) Pcft ft rPtf W ff 2,76,0 0,000 ftf vnEnffi 1 1 
(Includes Rs. 2,76,00,000 advanced to scheduled commercial banks against bills under Section 17 (4) (c) of the Reserve Bank of 
India Act. 

ttFiEfN ffrpr ffjror (tMfftrtfFr snrfa) fhfa rIt tf^If ffr rft (ft«rfFR°r) Ftftr ft trffn tff spy; Rftrn vrrfftF FgJ 5 1 
((Excluding Loans and Advances from the National Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund and the National Agricultural 
Credit (Stabilisation) Fund. 

fpTtF I 7 3JR, 1978 *0^° ^ *f&r, Tuftr 

Dated the 14th day of June, 1978. L G. PATEL, Governor 

[No. F. 10/I/78-BOT] 


ip To RTo 2 17 S. — RTTfttF fftffpf RfftfftFR, 1934 $ R^RTF ft FJF, 1 978 % f%TTF 16 Ft FFIFT JTT % fan t%ffT 

S.O, 2175.— An Account pursuant to the Reserve Bank Of India Act, 1934 for the week ended the 16th day of June 1978 

ffWfffFTF 

ISSUE DEPARTMENT 


ipRTPT TFF ftp; 

LIABILITIES Rs. Rs. 

#(%f fffvrrn- 

Notes held in the Bankng 
Department . . . 10,98,18,000 


ftffTF ft fttt 

Notes in circulation . . 9582,66,19,000 


RTffttFt Tffft FFft 

ASSETS Rs. Rs. 

RTft FT fftffFT sffr ffftrFF: — 

Gold Coin and Bullion 

(f) RRFftTTffT jJRT 

(a) Held in India 214,21,78,000 


(iff) RTTF ft RT^T TRT 
JRT 

(b) Held outside India 


<srrd f%ft Fft fTT sfte 
Total Notes issued . 


9593,64,37,000 



[win 11— ijus .< (ii)j 

$T4rcr 
Li ibilities 


'4T74 Ft T TW r ffl ; jf'Trt 29, l97M/«ri4”T 7, 19011 

,7Tr T w’f'-T.Tr 

^ s - Assets 

f’TTwr srPT»Tffm 

foreign Securities . 2145,32.65,000 
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Rs, 


■sfr? 

TotaJ 2359,54,43,000 

^T4 ft fmtqr 

Rupee Coin . . 18,90,35,000 

NTTrr tR47TT »fr 4T4T 

srfirwftRt 

Government of India Rupee 

Securities . , . 7215,19,59,000 

ttff faftmT faqrxrtr 

39 J q 1 (Vu-rR 

Internal Bills of Exchange 
and other commercial 
paper 


J4T $44711 


ftTWTfttrqt 


Total Liabilities 

9593,64,37,000 

Total Assets 

9593,64,37,000 

fitThtr: 2 1 7JN, I97fi 



effo apto ;j<t 44$t 

Dated the 21st day of June 1978 



P. R. NANG1A, Dy. Governor 


16 1978 Tt 'TttrfOT fcatf $41 $ #Pp»r fatTPT 4? 4T444fn 44 fTTTW 

Statement of the Affairs of the Reserve Bank of India, Banking Department as on the 1 6th Juno, 1978 

LIABILITIES Rs. ASSETS R s .‘ 


Capital Paid up 

5,00,00,000 

Notes 

10,98,18,000 

UTRfWct ftrfff 

Reserve f und ...... 

1 50,00,00,000 

F4$ 44 £7444 

Rupee Coin ..... 

2,74,000 

TI«fFT ^rfh r^3T (^qrpfrrr 44^4) Met 
N ational Agricultural Credit (Long Term 


WlNT fa444 

Small Coin ..... 

4,32,000 

Operations) Fund 

495,00,00,000 

Tjs^rii ftfi (ftntPcOT) fvrffer 

National Agricultural Credit (Stabilisation) 
Fund . . . . 

165,00,00,000 

rrttt stflT, '(T4R 44 fid 

Bills Purchased and Discounted ; — 

(4> ) ftf) 


National Industrial Credit (Long Term 
Operations) Fund ..... 

715,00,00,000 

(a) Internal ..... 

(4f) 

(b) External ..... 

74,03,44,000 

r-TqnrftTp! i : — 

Deposits ; — 

(t) ttroT) 


( 4 ) trrH'Ki 4f 4Ftr fipr 

(c) Government Treasury Bills . 

2179,29,52,000 

(a) Government 
(i) trwn: 


if 77JT JRT 44497* 

Balances Held Abroad* 

1732,95,74,000 

(i) Central Government .... 

(ii) * 1 jI a u 1 \ 

(ii) State Governments .... 

228 3,28,64,000 

6,88,54,000 

fW* 

Investments** ..... 

964,32,32,000 

(«r) 4*t? 

^74 


(b) Banks 

(i) XRtffarT 4TfiTWf W 

(i) Scheduled Commercial Banks 

1732,75,05,000 

Loans and Advances to 

(i) ^TVjfhT 44447; *st 
(i) Central Government - 


( ii ) -i j i irpurr 441 

(ii) Scheduled Stato Co-operative Banks 

28,39,18,000 

(ii) u 1 (1 4$@ 

(ii) Slate Governments© . 

636,27,93,000 


40401/78— 7 
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iWTt( 


WTfpaTt 


Liabilities 

Rs. 

Assets 

Rs. 

97 risks’ TRU TitTlfr 


tct wk wftrit 


(iii) Non-Scheduled State Co-operative Banks 

2,26,68,000 

Loans and Advances to 


31-4 


W7(fkk TTfkr 4"4rf Ttf 


(iv) Other Banks ..... 

2,72,93.000 

(i) Scheduled Commercial Banks) 

265,87,12,000 

(T) »TR 


tdt Tgfkr kn vttt 


(c) Others 

1790,44,87,000 

(ii) State Co-operative Banksf f 

286,55,12,000 

krfsrrr 


$*T7f 47t 


Bills Payable 

136,41,36,000 

(iii) Others .... 

2,34,00,000 

*mik?ntr 


7Rfk Pfa ^Tt 

fafa A 

Other Liabilities ..... 

985,79,34,000 

srftriT *k faTR 



Loans, Advances and Investments from 
National Agricultural Credit (Long Term 
Operations) Fund .... 

(V) Tfri tk wftrir : — 

(a) Loans and Advance to 
ttht tmtkf Tt 

(i) State Governments .... 1)0,84,22,000 

ttot tiff Tt 

(ii) State Co-operative Banks . 19,53,56,000 

A ■TIT rjfkrW kit Tt 

(Iii) Centra) Land Mortgage Banks 


ffa ^Tf^nr *k fwra fkrit Tt 

(iv) Agricultural Refinance and Development 

Corporation 151,80,00,000 

(«r) rt frikt n 

Ops at 

(b) Investment in Central Land Morigrge 

Bank Debentures .... 7,86,77,000 

•rrrijto fftt ’ct (km«m) firfe *r 
xk erftpr 

Loans and Advances from National Agricul- 
tural Credit (Stabilisation) Fund 
rrm Hgnf) ivt wfr 9i"i sk srftnr 
Loans and Advances to State Co-operative 

Banks 120,20,14,000 

Tr*fk skrrfw Tri spskr) Wn 

it ^cr, wfirir *k Tkr 


Loans, Advances and Investments from Natio- 
nal Industrial Credit (Long Term Operations) 

Fund ....... 

(v) fwtr iv vt ^ *k Rflrif 

(a) Loans and Advances to the Development 

Bank 678,68,85,000 

(w) ftrero jra snfl kk at*)/ 
fktrrt *r Wti 


(b) Investment in bonds/debentures Issued by 
the Development Bank 
wrkrgt 


Others Assets ...... 1257,32,62,000 


W7 

Rupees 8498,96,59,000 


rttpr 

Rupees 8498,96,59,000 


k-afr tTrafuT wk ermkfR sffnjkTt arktH $ t 
* Includes Cash, Fixed Deposits and Short-term Securities. 

' **rrt:jrtT f FT njir ttTtftr) frftr ttk tr^k xkftfkr Tier (knrrtfR' tsrtt) frftt it fck ’R fk*r irrfmr Tj?t f i 

♦’Excluding Investments from the National Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund and tie National Industrial 
Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund. 

(ri) TPtjw yrT (ktTrak fafkr % tren *k wfirit »trftm | 97^ ttr tmnfi aft far *r epRufr 

vflS rj'M n i f*H ;?) I 



['TT'T II — W 3 (ii )] WTTfT TT 29, 1 978/WTfvr 7, 1900 2993 

tat Excluding Loans and Advances from the National Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund, but including temporary 
overdrafts to State Governments. 

t srKffw frua for Tl'aTTT i 7 ( 4 )(rr) % xrtfbr xrj^ffo *Tffor for fit fothfr fatff itt xtPmr ffo fo 2,79,00,000 

ITT# JTTffrrT ft I 

t Includes Rs, 2,76,00,000 advanced to scheduled commercial banks against usance bills under section 17(4)(c) of the Reserve 
Bank of Tndia Act. 


It ^iBf fPt bcb ( flforatB trfor) faftr ttcjItt fifa fprr (ffofotTiT) Wu ?r srr^ xrftnr ftrffo 1 

ft Excluding Loans and Advances from the National Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund and the National Agricultural 
Credit (Stabilisation) Fund. 

ffolft : 21 19 78 

Dated the 21st day of June 1978 

[No. F. 10/1/78-BOI] 


rff" •trfTT o Btffor, TT 4 4 *1 ' 
P. R, NANGIA, Dy. Governor 


eric *n° 2176 . — -’troftB ftfo f b xrfhfTw, 1934 % wjtnrr Jr ttp 1978 % ffobk 23 fit bbpb fn ^Tf if fwn for 


S.O. 2176.— An Account pursuant to the RESERVE BANK OF INDIA ACT, 1934 for the week ended the 23rd dao of June, 1978 

ni ffom 


ISSUE DEPARTMENT 


irptri 


FT? 

wrfforf 

FTB 

LIABILITIES 

Rs. 

Rs. 

ASSETS 

Rs. 

ffoPT if tw Bte 

Notes held in the Banking 
Department . 
tfspra ir at? 

Notes in circulation . 

aftfr f%if fo jbbts 

Total Notes issued . 

14,19,33,000 

9425,74,02,000 

9439,93,35,000 

bp) »Fr fforrr xflr ijfwr : — 
Gold Coin and Bullion 

(ft) BTOT if 7TT JWr 

(a) Held in India . 

(«■) BRB % JrlfTC wr JWT 

(b) Held outside India 

ffow) srffnjfinrr 

Foreign Securities 

214,21,78,000 

2145,32,65,000 


Rs. 


jh forrtr 
Total Liabilities 


9439,93,35,000 


BIT 

Total 2359,54,43,000 

fTT fri 44 . i 

Rupee Coin 20,18,94,000 

*nrw 4 tfi 1 1 ffr wrr 

Government of India Rupee 

Securities 7060,19,98,000 

^jft ft-ftRrr Spt xfa jfo ftffor-Bw 
Internal Bills of Exchange 
and other commercial 
paper .... 


xrrfPrnr 

Total Assets . . 9439,93,35,000 


ftafT : 28 ?R, 1978 
Dated the 28th day of June, 1978 


?Trto nffo ffo, IPFR 
I. G. PATEL, Governor 
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2 3 T4, 1 97 S 44 TTOfk fTTT tw % 4"f44t favTf-T ^ 44JkTT4 44 fTTTT 

Statement of the Affairs of the Reserve Bank of India, Banking Departure: t as on (he 23rd Juno, 1978 



>m 

TTftOTT 

LIABILITIES 

Rs. 

ASSETS 




TTTTkfr 

Capital Paid up ..... 

5,00,00,000 

Notes ..... 

wrrftpi (Trier 


4T$44 fT4T4 

Rupee Coin .... 

Reserve Fund ...... 

150,00,00,000 

TP^PT ffa TOT (^44TiT 504414) fafa 


35TTT f>T444 

Small Coin .... 

National Agricultural Credit (Long Term 
Operations) Fund .... 

495,00,00,000 

4rrk Rk wa 4g farr 

TTCfk fk TFT (tT-TTPEOT) frftT 

National Agricultural Credit (Stabilisation) 


Bills Purchased and Discounted : — 

(4r) ?v{t 

Fund 

165,00,00,000 

(a) Internal .... 


WET 

Rs. 

14,19,33,000 

5.17.000 

4.22.000 


88,90,05,000 


urf? sfrtf rftptr tot (TPfrrsfhT gatk) fafa 

National Industrial Credit (Long Term Opera- 
tions) Fund ...... 715,00,00,000 

TTTTrfaPTr : — • 

Deposits 

(t) trnnpff 

(a) Government 

TT44T 

(i) Central Government .... 1922,31,28,000 

<lN Twk 

(ii) State Governments . . 7,87,62,000 

(w) 44> 

(b) Banks 

TTflOT 

(i) Scheduled Commercial Banks . . 1937,49,53,000 

n <N4 tt(5 't. i cl ^47 

( ii) Scheduled State Co-operative Banks . 33,14,37,000 

.[ r-rT-i'iM n TT74 ^47 

iii) Non-Schoduled State Co-operative Banks 2,32,84,000 
$47 

v) Other Banks i . . 3,29,12,0tX) 


(T) 4F4 

O Others . . . . 1806,38,05,000 


(«■) fritvfr 

(b) External ...... 

(4) 40ntr >44141 N T 

(c) Government Treasury Bills . . 1938,08,85,000 

Pi^il *r ott ijirr «m>rr* 

Balances Held Abroad* .... 1 773,41,73 ,CC0 

kgur** 

Investments** 1016,23,077,000 

tot nk rUtt : — 

Loans and Advances to ; — 

T'-Xta TWIT 47T 

(i) Central Government .... 

TOT tTTTTTt 44@ 

(ii) State Governments^/ .... 613,89,22X60 

TFT Wk Rfkt : — 

Loans and Advances to : — 

WI^K'T TtLot 444 44 

(i) Scheduled Commercial Banks— . , 292,fcO,19,CCO 

TOT T^44f r $'44 4T>tt 

(ii) State Co-operative Bankstf . 281,95,45,000 

TttJ 44 

(iii) Others 3 ,09,00,000 

Tjrfrq- TOT ($t$44#4 44T4) fafa T 
TOT, flUT flk fT44T 

Loans, Advances and Ins estments from 
National Agricultural Credit (Long Term 
Operation) Fund 
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44 7TO43M TtOtf 2», 1978/4144 7, 1 ‘>00 


44<m( 

Labilities 


wf RTfci4f 

Ks. Assets 


wf 

Rs. 


44 fatT 
Bills Payable 


Vi^J ^q-qrit 

Other Liabilities 


147,53,52,000 


994,84,59,000 


(t) mth xrk wftnr: — 

(a) Loans and Advances to : — 

Trjq trvFrtr wr 


(i) State Governments .... 110,80,49,000 


TRtr hi^rfr vr 

(ii) State Co-operative Banks . . . 19,27, 02, CC0 

vjPmtSRT $44 44 

(iii) Central Land Mortgage Banks 
yfa sfh ftwt ftpnr 44 

(tv) Agricultural Refinance and Development 

Corporation 151,80,00,000 

(ut) # 43)4 4pnpsrer spirt % fsriNTt R 

faw 

(b) Investment in Central Land Mortgage 

Bank Debentures ..... 7,86,77,000 

44^14 frfrt 4T4 (tRTWRT) Mb! 4 W4 

<tfp trftm 

Loans and Advances front National Agricul- 
tural Credit (Stabilisation) Fund 
TT44 434R1 444 44 tftej 3r>T *rf(T t T 

Loans and Advances to State Co-operative 119,77,88,000 

Banks 

wWrftmr wn (41444414 4444 ) fafa 
% 4E4 oft 4 rr)r f^ia 
Loans. Advances and Investments from 
National Industrial Credit (Long Term 
Operations) Fund 

(■l) fa 4. i tt 44 ? «ffr 4P4 srfa Rftnr 

(a) Loans and Advances lo the Development 

Bank 688,45,35,000 

(>*) fa44tr 44t rm ort fw 44 «rnsf/ 
fitifaTf *r f44ST 

(b) Investment in bonds/debentures issued 
by the Development Bank ... 

arm xrrfcw 

Other Assets ...... 1264,75,45,000 


wr 

Rup ees . _. 838 5,20, 92,000 

* trnrfaT optr xfR vw+uffa jrfa^fatn mfRo # i 

Includes Cash, Fixed Deposits and Short-term Securities. 

** 4Tt^:f4 fdd 4f 4 (4f4+l<rff4 JWtfH ) fwfffwfa TF^t4 rfRrrfddr 4T4 (RPTT’.ffa 4444) fdf'J if 4 Prq- 44 faw STTftTH 4iR % I 
♦‘Excluding Investments from the National Agricultural Credit Long) Term Operations) Fund and the National Credit (Long 
Term Operations) Fund. 

( a ') rrejfrr j-fd tfjvr (Ifattiu-fH 4444 ) Prfij *r iro 4£®r srfa srfarr 141(44 f, 105 '*R4 fRTRr ti fait 44 STt^Tifr 
rtTTptrt | I 

(a) Excluding Loans and Advances from the National Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund, but including temporary 
overdrafts to State Governments. 

t '4 Rtf w fefa #fr trfu fa a a yRT i 7 (i)( T r) % wf4 4ThR4 ^44 or rflarift' faoi it tiftm firq 44 2,76,ou,uno 

544 401414 S I 

t Includes Rs. 2,76,00,000 advanced to scheduled commercial bunks against usance bills under section 17(4)(c) of the Reserve 
Bank of India Act. 

if RT^Pr jfd qr4 (RltfalFTfa 4444) fafil ?ft T 4Tt^t4 ftfo Wl (fRRfaR 17 !) f4fO 4 440 474 4tT Slf44 OtfoO 44T ?. I 

Excluding Loans and Advances from the National Agricultural Credit (Long lemi Operations) Fund and ihe National Agri- 
cultural Credit (Stabilisation) Fund. 

PoriT ; 28 4T4, 1 97.X Rtfc 4 To 444, 444 T 

Dated the 28th day of June, 1978 I. Ci. I’ATf L, Governor 

[No. I-, 10/J/78-BOIJ 

40 4 c 4T 44 • a I at, XRR 4f44 

C. W. MIRCIIANDANJ, Under S 


544 

Rupees . 8385,20,92,000 
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(ttjhw (w«mr) 

fftwft, 24 1978 

W. a(T. 2177. — RTTTn, ^tr?7TR, 1962 

(1902 «FT 52) 0ft WITT 152 4 (70 fTTTT RftW ftlfasRrf 

t?t imk Trft HTT^r htto 4 jrsfm^ (rRW aftr 

"ftdT ’hrTPT) 757 ft. 10o/75/-ffrcTT-?l^. dlfta 

5 i\«T, 1975 ft 1 f%RltftiV?r ft#^ Tftftf t, wfr; :— 

W arftrq^RT *f <77^ 4 F0T7 77 TftRfftfUd m 

5TIW awfe; :— 

arhrf^ET 7ft urn ei 4 xm ^ 
4 anffa- WTT77 iftTTT JT^ ORfftT— 

(i) artrs (to ar^mi^r mrnft 7ft tttt t 

w t 4 , srtft 

(2) era car) 4 rt?t 7ft tot ^ 7ft 7ft 
anftr ft tri w 7ft ft arfftr ginr i 

[ft. 144/78 7ft. Jqj-M. R. 473/'82/78^ft. 7] 

tJT. ^IT*4,? C 0", 3T77 ftT^T 
(Department of Revenue) 

New Delhi, the 24th July, 1978 
CUSTOMS 

S.O. 2177. — In exercise of the powers conferred by clause 
(a) of section 152 of the Customs Act, 1962 (52 of 1962). 
the Central Government hereby makes the following amend- 
ment In the notification of the Government of India, in the 
Ministry of Finance (Department of Revenue and Insurance) 
No. 100/75-Customs, dated the 5th December, 1975, 
namely : — 

In the said notification, for the proviso, the following shall 
be subsituted, namely 

Provided that the period extended by the Collector of 
Customs under the said clause shall not exceed one 
year beyond the periods of— 

(i) four years in the case of non-consumable stores re- 

ferred to in clause (a) ; and 

(ii) two years in the case of goods referred to in clause 

(b). 

of section 61 of the said Act. 

[No. 144/78-Cus/F No. 473/82/78-Cus. VII.] 
N. KRISHNAMURTHY, Under Secy. 

(wtftw wm flrqnr) 

7f fa?sft 1 2 00Tf 1978 

57 o WTo 2178. — %7fT7 FtW ftlrftlT wfafim 
1906 ( 1906 57 3) 5ft 0RT 7 $ 7T7 Tfet 0771 21 5ft 37070 
(i) IT7T sun 0)577) m aifrrr 5171) ft; fTRfTftrr 

f777 07T7t I 07)7 : — 

1. 717 tfl7 717*0: — ( ] ) 07 fftnftf 57 TFT TftjTJT 

(07% ftPI Min 5(V7 7577 % fftn Tift 77 9717 777 tfrf 77 
777 % fftwf ftft 57 ftft 4\t 7)7 9% % fftwf 57 717 ftR 
77% ipff % 51717 ft) ftlTT) f7T7. 1 978 ^ 

(2) ftfTTT 15 7777 1978 5?) 717 rfl 7177 | 


[Part II— Sec. 3(ii)] 

2. 00% f%7 51717 ftft 7577 % fftp ®T% 77 f05%t 7 

ft 5PJJ1FT 717)517' 717 xfrf 00% T0T % 51717 5ft ft[ 0 r; — 57575 
(Wfdf777 1906 ( 1 906 57 3 ) %f 0171 6 % 775-01 % 00)7 
51% 0tT f777f%f%7 f7557 57 7R ftR 77% fftrW 

ft niff % R7i7 5ft ft(7i 5?; ftlftr ft) 7V7 ft) 7i7>ifr ft 




R^JTFT 77) 

% 07TT 



5ft ftwr 


7R 

fftspjt 

7T7 

757 




(1) 

(2 ) 

(•’’) 

(4) 

5 0 701* 

3 5 0T0 

5T%r % fftrr 2000 5T 

l/l005T 07 



apir 07 7T 5l7rar*rf(T 

7T 5T7 W0f7 



7f7 T5T ?7T7 ft Tift) 

7)7 34 . 650 



%f 7Ti5T498 ft 502 

0T7 ft 3 5. 3 50 



75? efl 75?ft) J 1 

7r7 ftr 777r 

t 1 

1 0 *7t( 

237T7 

7T7T ftk f75?7 

l/405t ftttr 07 5T 



5)71 % far; 

5tW 7T5)7 7R 



l/ 1005) ftvr 07 

24.375 517 ft 



5T 5T7 xprfty 

2 5 , 6 2 5 5T7 55? 



mu 7 4 sfnvm 

75? 7 ) i . | u 4 i 7 

2 4 7f707 ft 

2 6 7f75T7 75? 

?T 7570 $ 1 

^ t n l ^ | 

1 0 7ft 

2. 30 0T0 

ft7ftrf757' 3.5ft 1 / 

4 0 5) 70 07 5T 



4 afTvra 07 

781fft)f777 1 

5l7 1 

5 7ft 

1 . 3 017 

77ftrf%57 3 ,5ft 

l/4 05) 00 07 7T 



4 5Tfc1 VI G 

ri^q-Tfrf^riT 1 

510 1 


[ft 0 1(170 1/62/77-511^7] 


(Department of Economic Affairs) 

New Delhi, 12th July, 1978 

S.O. 2178.— In exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
section (1) of section 21 read with section 7 of the Coinage Act 
(3 of 1906) the Central Government hereby makes the following 
rules, namely : — 

1 . Short title and commencement ; — (i) These rules may be 
called the Coinage (Weight and Remedy of Coins of Rupees 
Fifty anc Ten and Paise Ten and Five Coined for Food and 
Shelter For All) Rules 1978, 

(ii) They shall come into force on the 15th day of August, 

1978. 

2. Standard weight and remedy allowed on coins coined for 
Food and Shelter for All The standard weight of the follow- 
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4177 >F7 777917 : dfff 29, I9 7S/*^1W 7, 1900 


ing coins, coined under the provisions of section 6 of the Coinage 
Act, 1906 (3 of 1906), and the remedy allowed in the making of 
such coins shall be as specified in the Table below :• — 

TABLE 


Denomina- 

Weight 

Remedy allowed 

tion 






Tn composition 

Tn weight 

50 Rupees 

35 grammes 

Two thousandth 

1 /100th plus 



plus or minus 

or minus i.c. 



for silver i.e. (he 

the weight 



silver contents 

could vary from 



could vary from 

34.650 grammes 



498 to 502 per 

to 35.350 



thousand 

grammes. 

10 Rupees 

25 grammes 

1/1 00th plus or 

1 /40th plus or 



minus both for 

minus i.e. the 



copper and 

weight could 



nickel i.c. cop- 

vary from 



per could vary 

24.375 grammes 



from 74% to 

to 25.625 



76% and nickel 

grammes. 



from 24% to 




26%. 


10 Paise 

2 . 30 grammes 

Magnesium 3 . 5 

1 /40th plus or 



to 4% Alumi- 

minus 



nium remainder. 


5 Paise 

1 . 50 grammes 

Magnesium 3 . 5 

1 /40th plus or 



to 4% Alumi- 

minus. 


nium remainder. 

[No. F. 1/62/77-Coin ] 


frToWTo 2 17 9.- - 979717, Svl4'H RfhEPTO, 1900 

( 1 906 97 3) aff trm 6 ITTT TOTT wPTTifr Tr 5M>| 

aprA jtr, ir* Prtriittr «Fnfr % fa rffw 1 fr9 9TT %wr> 

47,977 ^ tnftHTyr % stetFt fbiW % fvpr jtttt -no,*ii *flt 3A 

;ffA Prrr 99 wranr, Prurpr trVr frrsptr if 3T979 gin 49fa.- - 


fipF* 97 wrrrr siYr 97 9wt *115 ftpspir 

9^9 stun 


J_1) _ (*) JA 

cptTWTOA ^imr 4 4 ftr^fr- 
rfter 


WtfTlT ^TITTR 39 Prat 
ifteT 

*w #A TCTITR f<PTT7 dA 

( 1 2 91541 ) 91991 
9^41 "ft jfr 2 6 
f9Tff9757 I 


(4) 

200 djTrfirraigffrfkrfi 
4fff 50 5Tfdsm 
urar 4 0 wftnnr 
5 9f9 ifl n 
ffroi (4 tot) 5 

9f794 1 

ISO dRT-Pf^T ltd 

75 HftfUBT ftpf^T 
2 5 9fa?m I 
tr?tJjftftpBr tfipff- 
ftnro, ^TfAfopro 

3.5 A 4 5Tf-r- 
9T9*rV7 49 trftf- 
wlfdnr | 


(0 (2) 

914 9?t Th* PdTlTf ^ HW 
99f9fi7 for irr 
A At4 2 2 f97f 
jfter 9917 1 sfn-o 

jflCT I 

fmrvr : 


3 ) (<0 

ir?f*ftfdBT 99- 

TfftrTT drnlfJnriT 
3 , 5 A 4 9fA»ra 
xfT' Vf9 OfTjft- 
fA94 1 


50999 : 

99974 : — fAf% % *r w 919 tt wurtfi fito 47 % ninf 
Afar gfur v)r gwt 397 AT ariff trFrftr 
tc “9177" AE 39 rr AT anft qfrfA it 
“INDIA” Afror $Arr 1 ^9 97 AttA^ 
A9A 9 f/rwf fir ipT "50” AfAr jrTri 
7 *n <nff ATr AT fAdfr 9 f 7 fa 97 "hit" 

ATt rift Ayr 9ft fAwAT oftfEt 97 “RUPEES” 

AfAn jj>rr ; 

9BS 4T9 : — ftBPfr A T9 919 97 frirriT faTTTT 9919 fAsrnpT 
?)9T, 5ft 4419 Aft 9479 97 SffftHT ^pTT, 

tiAV sftT st-frf ti arr?ft, tot <rtff vtr 

OT dflTT «PT 51 Tf *S 9 ftfUtof if PIT tftT tfpf 
tpiff *ftr writ wit fiEft i Tfrftr % sprit 
wit ^nir wra wpt 99 ftrtr hriut 

tflr wt" utruT 5 >tt trk tfW % wra ktt 9 

or - food & shelter for all” 

sffVo tf'mr i wot trr Eraw rit 
srfflrr % 319 T urntr^tr wift if '‘1078” 
stfiraT ymr 1 


10 t?TT : 

W9 Vff9 ^ ^>9 '919 9T fpninr PtTt«l <pf fif^ jfht 

sffrff ^>9r sflr ott *ff irnff qf^ftr 97 
“WRTf” W< Wt7 3197 7ft Tfift qfTftr 97 

“INDIA" w*9 fjfiprr ^Brr i 97 

Sf97f^'9 tpif if ftpf^r <5T 0?IT “ 1 0 ” 9 97 

9frft Wt7 ift fT97fr 9frf«r 97 "»mr” HR 

tfkdri sftTTft itdrt ofiftf 97 “RUPEES” 
to 'flt ftfror sptor 1 

9*5 9r9 — Err% 91 T9 9f9 77 fTTHf-T f9777T 99PT fy7r- 
Pf ift9r, 5ft 5T975T 5rt7 J19T9 <PT 9?fhF (JpfT ; 
97tft Wt7 tRpjf nft affEft, 3197 9ttff effr 
trip n + H Tlf ^pft 79 # f9l!r9 ifFlf fft7 
Tt* Tf9t ?ft7 writ Tit ?>Tt I TfrfiT 
% 977f 9tT 3f9it STft 9T9 97 ftpr 

EfTTT srt7 9999” stf^T it9f wit il'7 

T tTT'j -979 57 “FOOD & SHELTER 
FOR ALL” *tf957 ?mr i wtr ^ 
Pfartr » <>f dp' 9?ft7 %■ 3777 tro ifejiir 
TOfff *f “197 s” tffei ^Pm 
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(i) (*) 

I 0 TT 

vn«r- W# T q"j wpi <p- mot tit f*tg mo 
nixo A r J i t Air tt-t xr wtti tUD 'T j 
“vnr#' wr Tit tth. <pr ^iTi iWa tt 
"India’’ ^ wfar am i tt tt 

WXT it fa# TT W?W “JO” 

TFet #tt ttwt wtYt Tit xl fa#r Tfrfa 
tx “tY” TJt htTt Tit xl f#fr 

Tfafa TT "PAISE” TT# tffaT : 

q-r3 VTFI : — fa# % TW WTW TIT faTT^T f#PT WaFT faXT- 
yx pTTTTT , qft WTDI AtT WET TIT SIX# 
SPIT, WTTf wfa WRIT AY TiTI, 37TT ?TtTT 
wtt tx txr th nr^vr at t fwww spit 
T h tT# utTY wYt ijtst #t sYA i 
faxEr % wrcr Tit xstt) whs wpi tt ‘faw 
% faru isHir TIt txh” TPft gYm TVt 
Yfa % WI'T WPT TT "shelter for all” 

THn SETT I TTT'TT XT f#P>T XTT WlT 
Wfl# $ 31TT TTWcUftT TTl 0 "1 9 7 8” 

Tfxr S>TI I 

s tfr : 

^iy ww ; — fa# % ijiar wtt tt ## fttr tit faij nM 
3ff#r ^Ftt #t rtt # ypff Tfrfa tt 
" wm” hw sfk oti T tiTt qfrfrr 
tt "india" nmr srfAcr yfrnr i tt tt 
RTT fojYr #f if Em xr tirr ‘Vaff# 
$Ptt far# wnff Tit At fa#Y Tfafa tt 
"^Y' vrm sfk sTift afrr xY xfa# Tfafa 
tt "PAISE” TfAr ?7 tt i 

^ URiy ; — fir# qT ^r TIPT XT f?TITT f#PT WI f#I- 
TR 5WT, Mill WYt KXTX XT IfaTT, 

mpff sfrr wwnr # snrft, 3 ?tt atnff afrr 
itx topt xt faY xt if fArr ^Ptt afir 

x# arfY sffr eY£f x?f ifaft i Tfaftr % 
TTTf afrr 3#t WTO WPT TT " R# fair 

WTfDT 3ffT WXFl” Tffxn fpn 1 sfrr At# % WT& 
'*TPT TT "food and shelter for 
all’ 1 Tifxd sYtt, oxm xt fArr xtY tt^ 1 
!Rf# % TTT SRirf^k afxf f "1 978” 3ff#T 
Et*TT I Tf Wftl^MTi 1 S TFTTTT, 19 78 & 

tpttt ?Tft I 


(ifa XTo-i/62/77-#TT] 
rpTo TT^-a STT, WTT Tf^T I 


S.O. 2179, — In exercise of the powers conferred by section 6 
of the Coinage Act, 1906 0 of 1906), the Central Government 
hereby determines that tile coins of the following denominations 
shall also be coined al the Mint for issue under the authority of 


the Central Government such coins shall conform lo 
the following dimensions, designs and composition, namely: — 


Denomination 

Shape and 

Num her 

Melnl 


diameter 

serrations 

com position 

1 iftv R uives 

t uvular 4T nun 

200 

(Juatei nary alloy : 
Silver 50% 

Copper 40% 

Nickel 5 % 

Zinc 5% 

Ten Rupees 

Circular 39 mm 

180 

Cupro-Nickcl : 
Copper 75 % 

Nickel 25% 

Ten Paisc 

Scalloped 

(12 scallops) 

26 mm across 
scallops 


Aluminium 
Magnesium : 
Magnesium 3.5°, 
to 4'T, 
aluminium 
remainder 

Five Paise 

Square with 
rounded corners 

22 mm across 

corners 

19 mm across 
flats 


Aluminium 
Magnesium 
Magnesium 3.5% 
to 4% 

Aluminium 

remainder 


Designs : 

1 0 Rupees : 
Obverse ; 


Reverse : 


10 Rupees : 
Obverse : 


This face of the coin shall bear the Lion 
Capital of Ashoka Pillar flanked on the 
left upper periphery with the word 
‘'MTtTT” and on The right upper periphery 
with the word “INDIA”, Tt shall also 
bear the denominational value "50” in 
international numerals flanked on the left 
lower periphery with the word "xxn’' 
and on the right lower periphery with 
the word “Rupees”. 

This face of the coin shall have a develop- 
ment oriented design symbolising food 
and shelter on the left, an car of corn, 
on the upper right a stylised depiction 
of a house and on the lower right 
rivulet. Around the periphery will be 
inscribed the theme "m if fiftf WTDTW'K 

tHTTR" on the upper half and “FOOD 
& SHE.LTER FOR ALL” on the lower 
half, with the year “1978” in interna- 
tional numerals above the symbol depic- 
ting a house. 

This face of the coin shall bear the Lion 
Capital of Ashoka Pillar flanked on the 
left upper periphery with the word 
‘‘ttttt” and on the right upper periphery 
with the word “INDTA”. It shall also 
bear the denominational value “10” in 
international numerals flanked on (he 
left lower periphery with the word 
‘'^qrr'’ and on the right lower peri- 
phery with the word “RUPEES”. 




Reverse : This face of the coin shall have a develop- 

ment oriented design symbolising food 
and shelter on the left, an ear of corn, 
on the upper right a stylised depicat ion of 
a house and on the lower right a rivulet. 
Around the periphery will be inscribed 
the theme “as V fair afETE WR” 
on the upper half and "FOOD & SHEL- 
TER FOR ALL" on the lower half, with 
the year “1978" in international nume- 
rals above the symbol depicting a house. 

10 Paisc 

Obverse : This face of the coin shall bear the Lion 

Capital of Asholca Pillar flanked on the 
left upper periphery with the word 
"ETFE” and on the right upper periphery 
with the word “INDIA". It shall also 
bear the denominational value "10" in 
international numerals flanked on the 
left lower periphery with the word "qrt 1 ' 
and on the right lower periphery with 
the word “PA1SE”. 

Reverse : This face of the coin shall have a develop- 

ment oriented design symbolising food 
and shelter on the left, an ear of com, 
on the upper right a stylised depiction 
of a house and on the lower right a 
rivulet. Around the priphery will be 
inscribed the theme “nr* $ Pte step* 
icrtr E'ER” on the upper half and “FOOD 
& SHELTER FOR ALL” on the lower 
half with the year “1978” in international 
numerals above the symbol depicting a 
house. 


This face of the coin shall bear the Lion 
Capital of Ashoka Pillar flanked on the 
left upper periphery with the word 
“ETOf” and on the right upper peri- 
phery with the word "INDIA”. It shall 
also bear the denominational value “5" 
in international numeral flanked on the 
left lower periphery with the word 
and on the right lower periphery with 
the word "PAISE". 

Reverse : This face of the coin shall have a develop- 

ment oriented design symbolising food 
and shelter on tho left, an ear of corn, 
on the upper right a stylised depiction 
of a house and on the lower right a 
rivulet. Around the periphery will be 
Inscribed the theme ip fpir aprrrsT 
tfE; wh" on the upper half and 
"FOOD & SHELTER FOR ALL” on 
the lower half, with the year "1978” 
in international numerals above the 
house . 

2. This notification shall come into force on the 15th day 

of August, 1978. 


5 Paise : 
Obverse : 


[No. F. 1 /62/77-Coin] 
S. L. DUTT, Under Secy. 


19 IJ/r, 1978 

«t° WN 2180- — IpEEipF WfapEET 1 9 6 2 HTTT 152 % 

(«) WtfPT iff Ptft, Pm EFTTFET qft TT° 79- 

eIewff, Tr°w° 473 / 2/75 tf N i m<w -VII ftptr is fPTf 1975 

% ETE EpSP TpEWcT EftTpETE, 1962 ( 1962 *FT 52) OTTT 
9 inr heft stPpetT 1 ft ststYjt 'fttT ff, # TEWrr e$tte£ tew 
%, ert Pr*r *r Ieep “fEEft" tT, 'eteetpte W *rtfar tee 
i i 

Tlo 9/^fJm[W/78/48/liro FT 0 VIII (PETEpT) 

40-13/^0^0/78] 

^O trtfo EET^Tf , 

Office of the Collector of Central Excise & Customs, Poona 

(Maharashtra") 

Pune, the 19th June, 1978 
CUSTOMS 

S.O. 2180. — In exercise of Ihe Powers conferred by sec- 
tion 9 of he Customs Act 1962 (52 of 1962) read with 
Ministry of Finance Notification No. 79-Customs F. No. 
473/2/75-Cus-VIIl dated the 18th July, 1975, issued under 
clause (A) of section 152 of the Customs Act 1962, I hereby 
declare “Bhiwandi" in Thana Distt., in the State of 
Maharashtra as a warehousing station. 

[Notification No. 9/Cus,/78/48/F. No. VIII(Cus)40-13/TE|78] 

T. M. VERMA, Collector 

E E T iRp ET Tpfftl 3T9TP JJcT, PEFJT 
PTEJ?, 6 SJFTTf, 1978 

EtT® 8E° 2181: — %?sfpT fdVu 1944 % PETE 15 

wTr 16 Tin «pTE Prffcp E*m diPfe! tt eePt teT gt( eVt 

ESE EtE pET*t BETffllWE % EpT^EPT 8/l908 
(%Ef)E ERIE fpPPF 28 ETJEF 1968, El TTEE-TEET TF 

iftftfEP Purr eet *ft EftEFEE te! ff TPET jf 

pF %r#pT -JNI5H pETE 19 44 % pEET 15 % EHdlt r(T 

ct- r tt tetpp fePI ere frrr ETEri Pp? tpu Sr wTeetPr 
ErofEr petef fP Phft 1 2 pt tPet St tt eert ^ 

ITT jfrrrsrr pRE 16 P?E % ElEET E ETP Jtr 6 0 PfWt 
% pt iprr 'A srfEErfirp ekiPu prt^; eftr etejP % 

tPet 3 Sr wfr pE EPrf tT ®Tf*tfT ttfet 2 E pwPt ee 1 

tree ftrfUiT tPet Sr Ptft tefttt|1i 

TE ww TT EET FFJRT tTEpr % PTE faE# ETFT 15 EET 16 ^ 
p o EPETE ETP P|Fl | 

( 1) (2) __ -(-) • -- “ ' 

1- EETJFprFE fi-us'l, FETETrft, ETEt, B«1VJ,<, TTItFT, 

Ptfepte, 'fefr, ftprcwifV, prsfnrr 
ete%p, PiwtPt, fsnr Ptpt, 

■fPTPJF, TTEST, TFJfPfy, WOTFE, 

pFrtt-d'siBI FTFSt, J9TET, F^EET, 

im^JT, 'FTETErtt, ETTET, Wnft, 


404 GI/78 — 8 



2100 the GAZETTE OF INDIA : JULY 29, 1978/SRAVANA 7, 1900 [Part II— Sec, 3(ii)] 


12 3 

jpsHt, Rprerr, 3$^, ewt, iflsT, 

H fII 'H 6 , 'Sin, ViV'Sqi 7 T, * <f[ a) 0 , iffpTTT, 
4T17T 1 

2. tjpe.. EmT . tItot, pitH, Ntt, fa^tTraT, 

<fE^rf, :pt5T, tJpjpptjt, tEttt, im- 
(sTR^nrjT) i 

3. RRcTRirr Em , ^fl 'i ' 1 1 q , ersETr, tti'i <'TtT, F'-n'ii, N n nfl , 

ITTTRI, fiR-<’riT, 5WTJT, TIT*! (Emf) 

i 

4. '+T3TTT ftraT . xml'll I 

5 . tnrcnrft Hm , tpuTTriT, tptt, ^nrppT- 

1T, IRWTPT, dl4>'<<Ssi, Vlfa, 4 T - 

ftwf, ttWJT, tPhFUIS, jflrff, 5HT 
I A, rEETH, «T5PfT, '4 1 s sO j n ^ '1 1 'i , 
yr?T, w»ti, *tESt, 'fr^rr, 
srraNI, 'rraEfr (fo) spwwnfa, 
d4 O-stsi^e jvft, Ti^mtir, «iaiin, 
Tnmrhr, rEmrr iTiTFpjr, OTft-wfr- 
jttt, ( , ft), zimihr, (%) 

ftM'ft'jnf, RTibrhr, fiiipis flisiiH, 

ErnEfi, stwrEr, HErrn, hpi^c 

SftTtTTHr, WRTS^T, tlAlTT, TTWT 1 

e. wett fim . wttjt, Emm, rrrwrlT, ttt 4, jjnrtr, 

TTTJT-TPT, Tt+fe, Tnpff) , TPrEllT, Tire 
REt, *i^*-*iAj'., xmElEr, n'.iHi, 4T4T, 
f'rrtt-rn^, , trnNt, tttttt, 

4 1 2’a , '3 '.* I , SiT'Ht, ^TITTT, I'HT'T, 

'Rrdfprft, ’erNr^rr i 

7. ttrfEm . 3>tJE?ff i 

8, s^T^FTT fEfTTT * 'ERPSTT -a) ri n , 'I f ',4 s , UT^j w) 'in , ilTFrt, 

^Fim, fare^ft, EirM, srrft, ?^tt, 
WT^TT, TElEff, RWrEt, ’TPT’rET (^) 
^rrcnntir, inwilr, Entt wfrjc, 
frmrk-^H, (ETftiT, hTtrir, wnnpft, 
Enrrfr i 

'3RT Mi'll a tftRT 12 Ttrff ITT 6 0 fwt tl srftrT' pH TT 
j-MrTTi/trP^fnwi fr *tr ^n^tr Jr ytf ^mrft irf^wftmff 
iff T^tf rt nr jitt t " fl$n ( 'A 1 t tnvfl') ^tftt ttf-Epd ^ 1 

[wftl^RT rfo 3/1978/^0 IV ( 1 6)-20/77/m«] 

RTbT 4Uin<, •TRTp^rf 

Office of the Collector of Central Excise, Nagpur 
Nagpur, the 6th July, 1978 
(CENTRAL EXCISE) 

S.O. 2181, — In exercise of the powers vested in me, Under 
Rules 15 and 16 of the Central Excise Rules, 1944, and in super- 
session of Notification No, 8/1968 (Central Excise) dated the 
28th October, 1968 of the erstwhile M.P. & Vidarbha Collec- 
torate os amended from time to time, I hereby notify that a 
grower may undertake cultivation of Indian Air-Cured Tobacco 
upto an Area of 12 Ares without declaration under Rule 15 of 


Central Excise Rules, 1944 and a Curer may cure Indian Air- 
Cured Tobacco upto a limit of 60 kgs. without declaration 
Under Rules 16 ibid within the jurisdiction of Revenue Districts, 
as mentioned in Col. 2 of the table hereto annexed excepting 
the villages mentioned in Col. 3 thereof. 

TABLE 

SI. Name of the area Name of Villages to which the exemp- 
No. In terms of tior. under Rule 15 & 16 is not appli- 

Revenue cable 

Jurisdiction 
(i.e. Districts) 

1 2 3 ~ 

(1 ) Nagpur District . Timardoh, Raiwadi, Bagi, Is sapur, 

Katol, Siraswad, Fetari, Dhiwar- 
wadi, Waghoda, Saoncr, Khiras- 
gaon, Kamptee, Bid-Bina, Kelapur, 
Khairy, Ramtek, Rajoli, Khandala, 
Pipri-Khandala, Ashti, Dudhala, 
Tumsar, Khaparkheda, Kacharwadi, 
Tharsa, Rahadi, Kadoli, Shingla, 
Naikund, Lapka, Maida, Mahar- 

peth, Khat, Bhondwara, Buti-Bori, 
Kolar, Bokaro, Wadoda. 

(2) Chandrapur District Ladoji, Podsa, Lathi, Virur, Chincl al- 

ii abba, Pombhurna, Naranda, 

Rameshgundam, Korla, Mcdapclli 
(Jamalgatta), 

(3) Ycotmal District Kolgaoii, khandla, Dongartaon, Kcia- 

mana, Chincholi, Majra, Bitergaon, 
Tssapur, Pardi (Nimai), Sangam- 
chinchli. 

(4) Bhandara District Satona. 

(5) Amravati District Akhatwada, Afzalpur, Rama, Abitpur, 

Narayanpur, Mangruldast, Takar- 
kheda, Thugaon, Nerpinglai, Datta- 
pur, Makranbad, Morshi, Khartale- 
gaon, Asegaon, Jalka, Bhawedi, 
Walgaon, Pusda, Mankhed, Mokhcd 
Pohara, Rasulpur, Wasani, Wasani 
(B), Anjangaon, Wadnena, Rawal- 
gaon, Donada, Kamalpur, Umri 
Mamdabad, Takarkhed (P), Takar- 
kheda (K), Talnipurna, Wadegaon, 
Nimkheda, Tandgaon, Chincholi, 
Dongargaon, Chausala, Saualpur, 
Antargaon, Asadpur, Hantoda, 
Karla, Murha, Umari-jabapur, Ku- 
beri, Rasegaon, Khairi. 

(6) AkoJa District Malkapur, Donwada, Sawargaon, 

Panaj, Mundgaon, Gaygaon, Akot, 
Kanberi, Balegaon, Wangargaon, 
Moharoadpur, Asegaon, Tarada, 
Wakad, Pimpri-Sarhad, Gaiwal, 
Dhamani, Karapja, Dharaj, Kherda, 
Koli, Shaha, Bilkhcda, Bharshivani, 
Sangwa. 

(7) Buldhana District Palaskhed-Daulat, Garklcd, Dhad, 

Shcllod, Mera-Khurda, Khandaca, 
Chikhali, Giroli, Wadi, Tembuma, 
Lasuna, Saloni, Gaygaon, Gaigaon 
(Kd), Khamgaon, Asalgaon, Nipana. 
Malkapur, Pin palgaon — Devi, Har- 
soda, Gadcgaon, Bhadgani, Nim- 
bhari. 
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(8) Wardha District —Nil — 

If the limits of 12 Ares or 60 kgs. prescribed above are 
exceeded, it will be obligatory on the part of growers/curers to 
doclare the particulars to the proper officer either personally or 
by Registered Post (A.D.) 

[Notification No. 3/1978/F. No. IV (16)-20/77/St.] 
M. R, PAROOLEKAR, Collector 

^Tfor^r, arrjfir q* Rjwrfrm rwrw 

ffififhrr, xtmm-fifWT wj vmftro) 

Wt, 22 TTi, J 97 8 

ItilT 

vtourto 2182- — Twtif wrorcff ¥0-1, Timrro, tfte, 

Tirmirif, iwk seoosa iff imrPr % ifkr % 

% f<T? fawfTrfTTT wrwtT wri tt t : — 



frtrhF 

To 

1. ik (Tt>[ o 2734788/»ifo/(TW° 
TIT °/ 5 7/t[H o/4I,4 2/^f 0 26 

2. TkPTT 0/2 78 4 7 8 u/lfto/tpRfo 

20 - 11-75 

4,476 

099 - 0 / 57/mRjo/4 1 . 47/sff° 26 

19-11-75 

1 5,987 

3. tfk mJTo/', !73 4 9 53/Tfo/iT9To 

tppr 0 / 5 8/tpw 0 / 41 . 4 2/*rr 0 26 

IS- 2-76 

32,770 

4 . 4fo CTTro/2735152/#o/ipRro 



qir°/59/qHr°/41. 42 /jffo 26 

1 4-5-76 

8,472 


TltflT iff TIT ' ifTTT flWT iffi iff 

ppjfttfr % far snip: it fr#rr fart £fr tj?r tct 

Ofpppf fTTSTT iftlTT TTTT: 448 To, 1459 To, 3277 To, 

ifk a 3 6 1 to tttTt imr #r qwrq 5 ft Tf | ^rVr tr ita 

tmrftr 4028 To, 1 2,528 To, 29,493 To ik 2, 1 08 To % 
fait unsfarf iff iqfafr iffarr it%i? i 

iw it % wFt if ^ q<F ini w ufatT 

fall | I *f IT STR & Tfq'ST jr fa gitfll m# iff tJTT 
faFimr fafarr srftfJTt sff Tf | ik fi£ir &rr g fa nrfar iff 
fitti faffm firm srffr iff ifijfafa utiit +ff irkf 

iff ^rr^ff irf|it i wtjttt jjtt wt fafarr fifaPT srfrr iff 

vtMf | i 

[fto ^tfo g^’oTT'o 76 ITTo, ^cqk iTt-ftl) 
TITCo 'JPRT’T 9TT$, T9-TTT failT 

MINISTRY OF COMMERCE, CIVIL SUPPLY AND 
CO-OPERATION 

(Office of the Dy. Chief Controller of Imports aud Exports) 
ORDER 

Bangalore, the 22nd March, 1978 

S.O. 2182, — M/s. The Mysore Agnrbatli Co., 1, Madarsab 
street, Nalbandwadi, Bangalore 560053 were granted the 
following licences for the end product Agarbathis. 

1. P. L. 2734788/C/XX /57 /X/41.42/B. 26 dt. 20-11-75 

Rs. 4,476/- 

2. P. L. 2734780/0 /XX/ 57 /X/4I-42/B. 26 dt. 19-11-75 

Rs. 15,987/- 
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3, P, L. 2734953 |C|XX|58iX|41-42]B. 26 dt. 18-2-76 

Rs. 32,770/- 

4, P. L. 2735152/C/XX/59/X/41-42/B. 26 dt. 14-5-76 
Rs. 8,472 

They have now applied for duplicate copies of Exchange 
Control purposes copies of the above licences on the ground 
that ihe original of the Exchange control purposes copies of 
the licences have been lost after utilising them for Rs. 448/- 
Rs. 1,459/- Rs. 3,277/- Rs. 6,3641/- only, and that the dupli- 
cate copies of the above licences now required are for the 
balance values of Rs, 4,028/- Rs. 12,528/- Rs, 29,493/- and 
Rs. 2,108/- 

In support of the above contention, the applicant has filed 
an affidavit. I am satisfied that the original exchage control 
purposes copies of the above licences have been lost and 
direct that duplicate copies Exchange Control purposes copies 
of the licences should be issued to the applicant. The original 
copies of the above licences are hereby cancelled, 

[No. Chern. 6 JM. 76. REP. Bang,] 
R. JAYARAM NAIDU, Dy, Chief Controller 


(Ttirfro >}% dk Hftfitkm famr) 

Tfffersff, is ^ 5 rrf, 197s 

Vi® *tro 2183 . — %rfta twit, iffar TrfVw (faffam) 
wfaffapT, 1 952 (l 952 IT 74) iff 'am 5 % Itffa tjfepTffiT 

iti pniir faffafa, ifainr im rrmar i T*ffar»r % faT 

fttt T 9 9 T 9 T 9 TT TTSftT 97919 9 TOTUr ff falR 1 R% 

ik 95 TTTsrrT 5f ufat it fa fftrr mr ®rrTTT % far %r 
t ik sfnrfijT ff *fr ^fTr, tpTTjm to nftrfrTT iff am e 
% Sm TTTf TrfTTTf IT Wtr irkf jrr trgw^r iff /[¥ 
iff wRtt fifirmf % 9 k if iotttt, 1978 if y witt, 1979 
th (faraif # Ttrf ftT 'iff Tkrfw |) iff ii iff nFTkir 
VRIlfH- % ftT^ TFTTt wtt nwf ^ 1 

2 . w^sm 5TTer Tmar w wtf % Frari | fit ijjrt iriwwr 

/ T f-lklf 17 T '77719 ikn iff ITT 17 TDITT 11479 iJTJ TO- 
TO TT 1/4 TTT I 

[qsroTio i2( io)irto^fo/78] 


(Department of Civil Siqiplles & Co-operation) 

New Delhi, the 18th July, 1978 

S.O. 2183. — The Central Government, in consultation with 
the Forward Markets Commission, having considered the 
application for renewal of recognition made under Section 5 
of the Forward Contracts (Regulation) Act, 1952 (74 of 1952) 
by the Ludhiana Grain Exchange Limited, Ludhiana, and 
being satisfied that il would be in the interest of the trade 
and also in the public interest so to do, hereby grants, in 
exercise of the powers conferred by Section 6 of the said 
Act, recognition to the said 1 Exchange for a further period 
of one year from the 10th August, 1978 uplo the 9th August, 
1979 (both days inclusive) in respect of forward contracts in 
gur. 

2. The recognition hereby granted is subject to the condi- 
tion that the said Exchange shall comply whh such directions 
as may from lime to time be given by the Forward Markets 
Commission. 


[F. No. 12(10)-lT/78] 
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HTToOTo 2184. — ATAAT, TTffPT TTfaP (ftffRJTf) trfff- 
Pm, 1952 ( 1952 IP 74) iff HITT 5 T WftA fa>JR 

airpn'C ft?ro , wm-m TTTT AFAAT % AA'lIA'A % 

fit;*) tt5t sTmTA" at qnm spurn: AmEr % qxnro' & Piatt att% 
xffT A? TPTTtfTA ?! ATE AT fa fart *PTAT amn % f^T it 
trffr r ffafed Jr vff gErr, i. ! .d^tf rr r ^ AfafAAA iff pitt 6 
% 5TTT TOT STfapff 4A 5TAET ARA gq; OTT ^RTT 4?T A? 

iff wfinr EfapEf % tut if 10 ktata, 197 s tf 9 tptft, 
1979 aa? (firaE ) *Eff ftA '<rf ^rf^frrr f) iff ^ ^ 

w fidfifi tr spmnrfir % fW *t r-Adr aata tpE £ i 

2. tr^mr statc rrptmr ttt itE % mfEr $ fa sia 
t/^ fEfa'f <pt stAAAEA irtrrr iff Apm tmk rtaEt jttt tpta 
TPPT AT fifa “TPT I 

[qiToTro 12(ll)/WT^°5l»/78] 

• ifa 'ftffarFPT, aa-aEta 

S.O. 2184. — The Central Government, in consultation with 
the Forward Markets Commission, having considered the 
application for renewal of recognition made under Section 5 
of the Forward Contracts (Regulation) Act, 1952 (74 of 1952) 
by the Vijai Beopar Chamber Limited, Muzaffarnagar, and 
being satisfied that it would be in the interest of the trade 
and also in the public interest so to do, hereby grants, in 
exercise of the powers conferred by Section 6 of the said 
Act, recognition to the said Chamber for a further period 
of one year from the 10th August, 1978 upto Ihe 9th August, 
1979 (both days inclusive) in respect of forward contracts in 
gur. 

2. The recognition hereby granted is subject to the condi- 
tion that the said Chamber shall comply with such directions 
as may from time to time be given by the Forward Markets 
Commission. 

[F. No. 12(1 1)-1T/ 781 
V. SR1NIVASAN, Dy. Secy. 


werfar *rirew 

(iffaWr* Prism fa«mr) 

WT^nr 

Afftstff, 1 7 , 197 8 

!W° Wlo 2185 — IStJofa" fao flo/78: — Will ATIAT, 
snfE: (fwtr *rfr Wiw.) nfEftnriT, 1951 (1951 apt es) 
Ay Etm 1 5 ItTT 5TTVT KTpfeTlft AT STdEr AT# grr 'ffTTT ATAAT 

% TifEr fainr fanpr) $ xrfaA that ito 

RT° 310(ir)/ 1 5/^o fao ffo/ 78 , Atffa 11 ifa, 197 s if 
fTRfEftjA wTtrr Arnff *t<iTifa — 

'3tb % “trTATfr Tium it wTfaA gin iff ttti^ % 

®: faATg % 4Fd<ld’' Vtfaf EVr ITAAT % TATA AT farAfaffaT 

ynnt EE; ta( tta 1 ’) "15 Tjsnf, 1978 T9. "1 ’ 

[fio 90" :t(2)/7s-#ri>^osr)'J 

WT7> tJRo ArgAT, ART TrfAA 


MINISTRY OF INDUSTRY 
(Department of Industrial Development) 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 17th July, 1978 

S.O. 2185/15/1DRA/78. — In exercise of the powers con- 
ferred by section 15 of the Industries (Development and Regu- 
lation) Act, 1951, (65 of 1951), the Central Government hereby 
makes the following amendment in the Order of the Govern- 
ment of India, in the Ministry of Industry (Department of In- 
dustrial Development) No. S.O. 316(E)/15/IDRA/78 dated 
11th May, 1978, namely 

‘In the said Order for the words and pharflses “within a 
period of six weeks from the date of publication of 
this order in the Official Gazette” the words and 
pharases “by the 15th July, 1978” shall be substituted.’ 

[F. No. 3(2)/78-CUS) 
R. R. PAHWA, Under Secy. 

pntw it trfnrr turpurr rritHtf 

(FWt*Q| f*FPT) 

Tffostft, 17 3]W£, 197 8 

TT" Rto 2185. — TA: 'ATPffiT WTOtT iff ! 5 KrfhlA<T»T, 1956 

(.1956 tt 102 ) 8?) trrrr 3 ifr TTronr ( 1 ) i «prr (rj) % 
spjtRTiT if firr.Tf'Tflfd srrfwrlr Tf APT ^ rrmif 
Tfraf^fT ^ VtRfflV fAlxrorr ifTWT 871 

TT5T4 friffTt fffiHT A<rr wffT : — 


*A r frfi I r't % apt 

'5=rrar wjt 

ipm iff 
Artfn 

^TTTf 

IiAfelt pTVAftirRPT 

29-3-1978 

firfrEFT, 5f 0 tjA 0 ilftw u^nr, 


^tTAPT 1 



RTfo *1!° XBTATtT, 

T° aN l%f 

9-2-1978 

«ET, TTo ATo EftlW IA%ir, fAfwfWFPT 


tTit 1 



TT« T 0 *? T 0 AIRETT 


22-3-1978 

W% l T^,tr^° (ff 0 irffrlTW 

Pmtwiwr 



*tiT?T"f, fiftwr I 

WT:, TPf, Trf) TtftrfippT OTTI 3 451 d'IUr<T( l) % AXpFtff 

T!T Hilt 8p'Trl JtT %dfpT TRATT tJTI^t TATW JMFPT, 

r flTTA TT<*bn Aft 9 7PPT^, 1960 "(ft TTOTT Tffia xffo 

138 if rwFtftat! sf|T TRfm iTPjfV |, XPT% ; — 

Tffi TTfu^dl if "tp7T 3 5?) AWTTT tJV % (w) % 

vu/l*i Ft ei T n ^fl 'F rfr tptpph tmtir 4, 43 sflT 47 

dtttl TTtrfsTA M Pa Fe.nl % FTTA 9T id *-'1171 Pi d qiir uAtiu tAt 

trWkjrrt trfawrlira- iff grref, iprffr: — 

“ 4 . trffo TfT" iFrt, 
fgfTTTW, 

CTAo iffifiaST mr^RT, 

TatEt 1 

43- ATo 57(^0 tffti VttllM, 

^ 1 , 17 TT" * ( *t " +) Pst’ri s. [ i-l Jl , 

fnrr i 

47. 7TT 0 iro T^A" itftfOT, 

fhRrTEjTT" TV*-' IffAnrA TfiEtf, 

ftnpsrr i" 


Ilf 0 ^ 1 " 11013 / 1/7 S-Txpo’f 0 (rfTo )] 
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MINISTRY OF HEALTH AND FAMILY WELFARE 
(Department of Health) 

New Delhi, the 17th July, 1978 


S.O. 2186, —Whereas in pursuance of the provisions of 
clause (b) of sub-Soction (i) of Section 3 of the Indian Medical 
Council Act, 1956 (102 of 1956), the following persons have been 
elected to be the members of the Medical Council of India from 
the constituencies and with effect from the date specified against 
each, namely : — ■ 

Name of the persons 

Constituency 

Date of 
election 

Dr. S.G. Desai, 

Principal, 

J.N, Medical College 
Belgaum. 

Karnataka 

University 

29-3-1978 

Dr. I.P, Agarwal, 

Dean, 

S.S. Medical College, 
Rowa. 

A.P. Singh 
University 

9-2-1978 

Dr. A.N. Mehrotra, 
Principal, 

H.P. Medical College, 
Simla. 

Himachal Pradesh 
University 

22-3-1978 


Now, therefore, in pursuance of the provisions of sub- 
section (i) of Section 3 of the said Act, the Central Government 
hereby makes the following further amendments in the noti- 
fication of the Government of India in the late Ministry of 
Health No. S-O. 138, dated the 9th January. 1960, namely 

In the said notification, under the heading “Elected under 
clause (b) of sub-section (1) of section 3", for serial Numbers 
4, 43 and 47 and the entries relating thereto, the following serial 
numbers and the entries relating thereto, shall respectively be 
substituted, namely : — 

“4. Dr. S.G. Desai, 

Principal, 

J.N. Medical College, 

Belgaum. 

43. Dr. I.P. Agarwal, 

Dean, 

S.S. Medical College, 

Rcwa. 

47. Dr. A.N. Mehrotra, 

Principal, 

H.P. Medical College, 

Simla,” 

[No, V. 11013/1/78-ME, (Policy)] 

atxoarto 21871 — h-tht rrern:' if WTOtT'rfPrc 

wftrfim, 1956' (,1956'frr 102) 4?) 8TTT 7 3'TJTT7T( 4) 

Ttef HTTT 3 , sNMkI ( 1 ) (ff) % vy rror Sr 

ilNemr. it^-o ^grnrr, rr^rf^w4>, urns? irt f’TpPsrr 

iPit, 1 ^ 'f-n-fft n't Sif'fiiW 3R73 ^royto<f)o ' Tpr, sft ft 

Ftf % WFT 'k' 2-1 1978 Wfm nPtVT 

w mrhfpt Phut $ 1 

rrff:, 346 STfirF^fenr 4 ff tjTfT 3 4 ?f OTinTT ( l) % .dta-tlf 

% if H?#r4 RT+H ipTCffTXr '*TR4 'TWIT* % '.JRtpf FTTWr 

tr^TrT'T 4ft I 960 4ft FWT 174° 4ffo 138^f 

PrMftjfiim *fk HTcft s.srtr:-- 


m tr fa y v m *r "mrr 3 4ft xtoitt (i) * w (s) ^ 
TOPr pTfpfrcr” 4 Mh % W-mlrt 4W 4WT 2 $ 474^ 4<S+lH 
Slf4fe FTTH T7 RpqPw MPflFnf'ra' 4?t RTtT, Spqfa 

iiPfcit-e 4444 0 t[4 ° V ^ *.l -i 1 , 

FglPtfrlf lH, F4IFT frffT Warn 4t4T, 

4^ f4F=ft l” 

[4°*)° 1 1013/2/78-t(Fofo('fto)] 

OTX° Tl ° aftfaqHm, 44 

S.O. 2187. — Whereas the Central Government have, in 
pursuance the provisions of clause (c) of sub-section (1) of 
Section 3 read with sub-section (4) of Section 7 of Ihe 

Indian Medical Council Act, 19S6 (102 of 1956), nominated 
Lt. General L. N, Budhraja, Director General, Armed 

Forces Medical Services, New Delhi, to be a member of 

the Medical Council of India, with effect from the 24th 
April, 1978, vice Lt. Genl. B. D. P. Rao, who has since 
retired. 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of the provisions of sub- 
section (1) of Section 3 of the said Act, the Central Gov- 
ernment hereby makes the following further amendment 
in the notification of the Government of India, in the 

late Ministry of Health No. S.O. 138, dated the 9th January, 
1960, namely : — 

In the said notification, under the heading “Nominated 
under clause (e) of Sub-section (1) of section 3”, against 
serial No. 2, for the existing entry, the following entry shall 
be substituted, namely 

“Lt. Genl. L. N. Budhraja, 

Director General, 

Armed Forces Medical Services, 

New Delhi.” 

[No, V-110l3/2/7S-M.E.(Policy)] 
R. V. SRINIVASAN, Dy. Secy. 


fwm FT'tTT tJRTT RW TWTT 

(xtfFW inn swTft finim) 

lOSFjrf, 1978 

44° «T° 2188. — %7jfpl 4Tt4Tt, IRHTTt min' (mnfaftf' 
4Tfsrrnfmif 4fr 3nurtf)) ^rfirffirpr, 1971 (1971 ht jo) 4f) 
trra 3 sttt ji^xt wfnpft hi toft hft gif, h)% h) urcaf) % 
F5i'i ( 1 ) if sTUmf) n't, ^fr nrHn: % XM'-tkid srftprrd 
4?t 9 fa; ^ fatmf) Jr, ^4ft itrfirfmiH % trarspfj % fan 

iptmti srftJHifr nxift aft ym urmf) $ nmr ( 2 ) *r 

MXfw' HTHlf) wnr) 4ft HURT STFft (rftlHTfFTT HT 

BFmft ^ ^ Rftifmrn yirr 51 34 # trrffir ariit nfti- 

44fTzft 4ft irerr Trftwt nr spipr flVtgn qx wfurtfipT htWt 

HT 4RFT Ht4T : 

mxTjft- 


4iftrHTfl nr HnfattTH nxHrft «[ sm wk 4rftr- 

HTfrttr 4?r pnifto wtniTT 


(1) (2) 



(smi'f ) mu tpjjf. fT7T5T4 H WmfkH fnirOTT- 


HjfeHHsi fa-°, ^Hinrix 1 tjiR xt xmfr jrftt^rfTxr 

47 isrr^tn wtawif % vfitrx 
1 1 
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1 2 

2. frffrw wtfimrF trfwrfV Tfrqn yrrarrcrf 4,rnb--^fi«FTO feo, 

(sruru) firsr watr $ spfiTfffifff 

'ftr^T'PW Fro, iTiTTi? i fawrmta' aft ot# 

^rfinPTpOTi fit Fundfa ^ftarr % 
ffVttr ft*pr It i 

[ffo ITTfo 38022/17/78] 
sfto TUfTTfrEPT, BTCnfitT 

MINISTRY OF PETROLEUM, CHEMICALS AND 
FERTILIZERS 

(Department of Chemicals and Fertilizers) 

New Delhi, the 10th July, 1978 

S.O. 2188. — fti exercise of the powers conferred by 
Section 3 of the Public Premises (Eviction of Un-authcrised 
Occupants) Act, 1971 (40 of 1971), the Central Government 
hereby appoints the officers mentioned in column (1) of the 
Table below, being the officers equivalent to the rank of gazetted 
officer of Government, to be Estate Officers for the purpose of 
the said Act, who shall exercise the powers conferred, and 
perform the duties imposed, on estate officers by or under the 
said Act within the local limits of their jurisdiction in respect of 
the public premises specified in column (2) of the said Table : 

TABLE 

Designation of Officer Categories of Public Premises and 

and local limits of jurisdiction 

( 1 ) ( 2 ) 

1. Assistant Executive Officer Premises under the administra- 
(Admn), Indian Drugs and tive control of the Indian 
Pharmaceuticals Limited, Drugs & Pharmaceuticals 
Hyderabad. Limited, Hyderabad, situated 

within the local limits of 
their jurisidiction. 

Premisss under the administra- 
tive control of the Indian 
Drugs & Pharmaceutcals Ltd., 
Gurgaon situated within the 
local limits of their jurisdic- 
tion. 

[No. L-38022/1 7/78] 
V. RAJAGOPALAN, Under Secy. 


ffw atft 3r5JTW*r 

(fffa (row) 

fff 2 7 1 9'7 8 

mo Wto 2189- — TtJSTT UPffiT WfitfiEPT, 1 8 9 8 ( 1 8 9 6 ftT 
wfsrfim 9 ) fff ETTTT 3 tff OT UT7T '( I ) STTT T9TT VrfiFPff 8T 
spffir toI ^rr ttftt su % Tiff ?fif iff ffTfrar 

fi rmj At frfrN % fnff ton vlt? Tftr if 

isirfhaf (Jisff Tf tsfrur) ^ Jf vvjta it: 

tpTrtff | i ardfi % xrrtrrff qfi f 

fif : — 


[Part II — Sec. 3(ii)] 


1. wfhPrrm' % zRm prrrxh Fhnff % srffrffvT 

Twwf % bt«i trrfferipiT ffnj firfrwpp “ft firoN srut 

^f, fhra- if fwr iff fir firsT tpr vf % $ 

Jr fTTh 5tn% 3T=T TThf % rrrqjf if STPf f ff4T TP Tipfff % 
ftmnr craf tjrrpTft/irtf pwf ffffr Tfffw tfnrr if TFff a swr fff 
prpn h-arfir snr ir?TT ttp it tt if ftterj pff 

9Ttr ipr | 

2. ptet if tp wwf Ft 'Hippr fflff tc ao fi?P mr 
infirm ^ Mi*im etr tt ir tpti ^nr, ffutntff ^ptt 
TUfFTP fff 4) ft ; fTtfiff i piTCftr fft tprftr % Tfajff Ttjwf *fY 
ttrcit tfp trafininti im 3ff«rp>r finm thrift TwTT qflraT 
’ft ■jrrrpft ^ tfirmT Trvrfvr’TrftT Tpt wrwTfffct hlficr 
tt errfl it iff *rt mtrrff if fitprrffr tiffin i 

[ffo 50 -22/77-t(^rctr>o2 a f (fftTn r^T-lTo fij] 
atc^ffo sfrg-T, T>f 

MINISTRY OF AGRICULTURE & IRRIGATION 
(Department of Agriculture) 

New Delhi, the 29th May, 1978. 

S.O. 2189. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sec- 
tion (1) of Sec. 3 of the Livestock Importation Act, 1898 (Act. 
9 of 1898), the Central Government hereby prohibits the import 
into India of equine species of animals (excluding colts and 
fillies) from U.K., Ireland and France for a period of six 
months from the date of issue of this notification. The entry 
of colts and fillies is permitted provided that:— 

(1) In addition to the health requirements specified under 
the act, the animals are accompanied by a Vetv. Health Cer- 
tificate from an authorised Veterinarian that the animal has 
not been in contact with the breeding stock during the last 
one year and that the swabs collected from prepuce and Ure- 
thra|Vagina and cervix of these animals were found negative 
for pathogenic micro organisms by standard culture-methods. 

(2) On receipt in India, the imported animals arc kept in 
isolation for 30 days at the premises of the owner under in- 
timation to this Ministry. During the quarantine period the 
animals shall be subjected (o bacteriological cultural examina- 
tion by a recognised laboratory and will be mixed with other 
stock only when declared negative for contagious equine 
metritis infection. 

[No, 50-22/77-LDKLH-AQ)] 
B. B. KAPOOR, Dy, Secy. 

(<3Tfffir*mi) 

tiimtr 

fenff, 7 TJHff, 197 3 

Tfo JTTo 2190- — UtXilT ^Tflf fifXTPT, 8ftffiT 
IffT AJ SHifrff Piivi inTf tffi ' J [ fi firTPf % TT^T 

^TIT 'Fprfsttft ffRf fiftr ^ TT^T tSTgriTff % Tq, »m«TZ 1 F7.iir i 
fTT'ffff , [pet <34 fp 't % FrP f 8>T ffTPET *PT-rf q . % 

fOT ^ iftf^ tjnr fim tfftrfmriT, lset ( 1964 37) 

eittt 1 3 ^ wffir trroffif fim % w^*r ? i 

til 1 AA- rym fr’RT'T, M'A t v i trm [-ifUiCinf X7i I'-i ffrt- 
Wnnff tfk TT8T friTPr twr ^rTTfipiff if grd' 8TT 

t jrP rTt fi rf if <vi firrffffrfiiff wfarifftfr tff< 

T 4 -yT fr iff jttfr % rnffia- 16 1971 % qffra- 

% T3T.7R if T»rif ffffirfe tTTcfW % IFTt 'RTflffit WAS fipm % 
■FtWr^f ff ^ ppyrn Tf ?rfiifiTtnT 4ff trm 1 2 tr n?r 

tTTTRT ( 1 ) ^ ivgip f m ifffT ^ETT Teff ^f ^ 1 


2. Assistant Executive Officer 
(Admn), Indian Drugs & 
Pharmaceuticals Limited, 
Gurgaon. 
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[m IT — tor 3 f i i ) ] 4R4 to utopt 


TO m una Pm trfaPm, 1904 ( 1964 in- 37 ) qai 

mm WfftFTO #t UR1 1 2rr JRl TOFT Hlfppff TO 4414 TO?) 

fcr %ronr trtor tp^s-RT sm ###) to nffPi gu ^rffPr 
4TTOR rn^jTTT PrTOplfTOT TOTTOft# TO Jt#4T % 41TO) fft nf 
toPIto % 4R#4 tost Pm # wkIftTw to# — 


mr tTPrTO#/4nf- 

%#4*RTOT^ 

WTT^TtTT^r ^ 

STR#4 

po TO# TO 4til 

mp4 Pro ST 


uiisj Pm 


TORmflf 


TO 



«TT ^ 

TOHiTON 




# 4frPa 


1 2 3 4 5 


2. Slrri K-L. Kapoor 

Pay & 
Accounts 
Officer 

Pay & 
Acgounts 
Officer 

9-1-1976 

3. Shri G.S. Hotwani 

U.D.C. 

U.D.C. 

1-3-1969 

4, ShriD.N. Mehta 

L.D.C. 

U.D.C. 

20-7-1969 


[No. 52/4/71-FC.-T1T 

(Vol. IX)] 


irmst 



, 1 0 YinS, 

1978 



iru-o4,°44o 31-4-1970 

^TPFTT 


]. #<TTO #0 

trrjro 

2. # TO’'ffTo ■t, l | * TOFT 1TOT %TO1 ff44 ThU I 9-1-1970 

trfjmff TOmmi 

3. ##0440 444 »3# Prfff4! TOT •?# PiPRI 1-3-1969 

#441# 

4. ##£>44° #FTT TOC *M) PlPlTO TOTO>ff# PlfPf: 20-7-1 9 69 

[4° 52/4/71-17^0#'’ ITT (TORET-g)] 


(Department of Food) 

order 

New Delhi, tho 7th July, 1978 

S.O. 2190.— Whereas the Central Government has 
ceased to perform the functions of purchase, stoarage, move- 
ment, transport, distribution and sale of foodgrains done by the 
Department of Food, the Regional Directorates of Food, the 
Procurement Directorates and the Pay & Accounts Offices of the 
Department of Food which under Section 13 of the Food Cor- 
porations Act, 1964 (37 of 1964) are the functions of the Food 
Corporation of India; 

And whereas the following officers and employees serving 
in the Department of Food, the Regional Directorate of Food, 
the Procurement Directorates and the Pay & Accounts Offices 
of the Depatment of Food and engaged in the performance of 
the functions mentioned above have not, in response to the 
Circular of the Central Government dated the 16th April, 1971 
intimated, within the date specified therein, there intention of 
not becoming employees of the Food Corporation of India as 
required by the proviso to sub-section (I) of Section 12A of the 
said Act; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
Section 12A of the Food Corporation of India Act, 1964 (37 of 
1964) as amended upto date the Central Government hereby 
transfer the following officers and employees to the Food Cor- 
poration of India with effect from the date mentioned against 
each of them:— 


SI. Name of the 

No. offlccr/employees 

Permanent 
post held 
under the 
Central 
Govt. 

Post held 
under the 
Central 
Govt, at the 
time of 
transfer 

Date of 
transfer to 
the FCI 

1 2 

T” 

4 

5~ - 

1. Shri S.K. Ahuja 

- 

S.A.S. 

Accountant 

3-4-1970 


¥T°WTo2l9i: — #nJpT TTTUTT ff UTW firm, 
rsmir Prtmrpfr, to## fmPnTTO srVr tow fawr # mr tot 

%TO TO#TOTt TKT fifTtr 40% 41% UtTWTSl % TOT, 4 ;r iRTO rl JT, 
44 '14, ifTODFI, 144 iT^TT fiTTO) % TO# TO TPl-T TO4T Ifftf 
TO fell S 'ifrfVaTir Pm Wfafim, 1964 ( 1964 *FT 37) # 

srrrr 1 3 TO wtffii 4R#4 tow Pm % $ 1 

TOtto: toti from, ##4 fTOTOmit, TOnf# PiTOtra# TOr 
tout Pram % ffmi urn %ro mW Sr to# to # TOTfit- 
tTto i#t % 'tiro % to fiTTOfirfroi TOftncrfroff TOro TOfurfinn 

% %#4 4TO6R % tlT#4f 16 ttftT, 1971 % ifm % STOfflT 

% to# PrPrfTOs trrfliJ % tost rr# 4 glia' Pm # toiht# 
4 4#% in# wror TO tof trfhPm TO am i 2i( TO tothrt 
( 1 ) % 1TOJ4: JRT TO TOfiPl Tf441 4# TO ft I 

to to tow Pm wfiifim, jgfii (i 964 to 37 ) to 
stoto wnfrfro TO am 1 27 sm tow vrfrwf to TOPr to% 

57 %#4 TOTOT rrfTTSRl TORT TOP# TO TOTfiT TO% jrr %qfpj 

irtor PTRrPrPsir ^'TOifraf # n#4r %■ im# # 4< 

•tifPa % 4R.fnr uro Pm % mrPrfro to# | • — 


to srPnarP/TOf TO# to 

"TOfPl 4TTO7.' % 

RthTpRUT ffr 

4R#4 

TO 4T4 

wff)4 fror TO 

444 TOifPr 

4TRT pT44 


TTTOi fft $ 

TTTTOT % fTOt 

#r 



TO TT ii) 

W14+TRVT 





(0 ( 2 ) 

' ( ?r . 

To” 

(5) 

1 . ## off) on TO 

— 

TO:## TTpTnm 1-3-69 

’F’TTfPI 




2. # Pttof TUT RlRr 

41 1 TO3 ITOPT 

Tpres 4)314 

1-3-69 


TST47 

TBR7 


3. >ff)#oTO TO4RTO 

4TOV#4?TTO' 

ffTOft# 4^TTO: 1-3-09 

4 . fftaguirit. 

41414 

ffRPT TO# 

1-3-09 

44h4T4r 




5. tM»wro 

■fPtn: 9ITO4 

41414 

1-3-69 


TWIT 

TOTTI 


6 . -ff) 1(4 oU 4 0 TOT 

4fTS5 4Rr4 

4fRS4')TO4 

1-3-69 


TSTH 

TOPF 


7. #ff)oTOo 

4FTR4TTO4 

4frs5 4Prr4 

1-3-69 


TCT41 

TSTip 


8 . #44»n4o 4r4TO; 

nUPTlTOp 

4 1# 1 -* 4lel4 

1-3-69 



TST41 


9. >ff)ff)offt° Ttf^tT 


-#■- 

1-3-69 
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1 2 


4 

5 

io. "ft fhrrar 

4RT4 w 

arfaci ataraTsaat 

1-3-69 

1 1 sflno^To in 

arftrsT 4l4t4 

s 1 ff atara 

1-3-69 


TUTT 

Ttaa 


1 2- ftftc<44o cpiTTT 

a mra awf 

atara arrf 

1-3-60 

1 3- 444141 

-aft- 

-aft- 

1-3-69 

14. ftftotriTo ft4Tft 

-<^t- 

-aft- 

T-3-69 

1 5 . ftft°rr<> fttwft 

-4ft- 

-4ft- 

1-3-6 9 

16- ftwnofto 9X417: 

-4ft- 

-aft- 

1-3-69 

1 7. flf 

. . — _* . . . . 

OT® W 

aifacj artai 

1*3-69 

is. sfratomro igftar 

47474 rrrtt 

ftarafn'f 

1-3-69 

1 9. ft4To0TTo 4314 

-4ft- 

-aft- 

1*3*69 

20 . ft WofN srsrf 

-ntr- 

-aft- 

1*3-69 

21. cftlTRotro rmpp 

-aff- 

-aft- 

1-3-69 

22. sfttrotfto ^44 


arafa 

1-3-69 

23. sfrrrotnto #47 

-aft— 

-aft- 

1-3-6 9 

2 4- ftftofo 4T4T1 

-aft~ 

-aft- 

1-3*69 

25. ftftofto trot IT 

-aft- 

-4ft- 

1-3-09 

26. fft(4°fo 4TH4T 

-aft- 

- 4 ft- 

1-3-69 

27- afDTieft cnroTfro fptft pfprr 

eftar 

1*3-69 

28- ftXJ4Tft° 

aiwfa 

arwfla 

1-3-69 

29 . ft'p'r'twr 

-afr- 

-aft- 

1-3-69 

3 0. sflRTfotra-o Slfprfv 

-aft- 

-aft- 

1-3-69 

3i. ftt(4°fco 

-aft- 

-aft- 

1-3-69 

32 . sfr fjpdr 

arafa 

arafa 

1-3-69 

33 . ft 4,1 oft 0 iftnrl 

Tatar 

aftax 

1-3-69 

3 4. aft TTtTfmTTTT 

arafa 

arwfa 

1-3-69 

3 5. fart 

- aft- 

-afr- 

1-3-69 

36. ftrmWXRT 

ertax 

eftar 

1-3-69 

3 7. ft ftPTKT fto 

aft 

aft 

1-3-69 

3 8- ftft4T4tft 

-aft- 

-aft- 

1-3-69 

3 9. ft 44T951 444 fall 

-aft- 

-aft- 

1-3-69 

4 0. ft floft 

-afl- 

-4ft- 

1-3-69 

4 1. Mt ftTJt TTTtj; 

-aft- 

-aft- 

1-3-69 

42. «ft tTPN 4RX 

-aft- 

-aft- 

1-3-69 

4 3- 'ft 4Tr°t(4° ffffl 

-4ft- 

-aft- 

1-3- 69 

44 . 'ft WTTprrra’ ftipx 

-aft- 

-aft- 

1-3-69 

45 . »ft ocftc fmsrt 

-aft- 

-aft- 

1-3-69 

46. ft ofo 

-aft- 

-aft- 

1-3-69 

4 7. 'ft f 0^40 Zffi 

-aft- 

-aft- 

1-3-69 

48. 'ft tjftTim 4PJ 

-aft- 

-aft- 

1-3-69 

49- 'ft fr°ft° 9Tft>J 

-4ft- 

-aft- 

1-3-69 

50 . ft tftotrw 0 ttrtt 

-aft- 

-afi- 

1-3-6 9 

5 1. ft tftotnao Tt%T 

-aft- 

-aft- 

1-8-69 

5 2. ftTifa ft 0 

ratar 

pftar 

1-3-69 

5 3. ftaft WTtf 4 

fhaar 

ftrarr 

1-3-69 

54 . fr 4^4444141 

aiwaa 

aiwaa 

1-3-69 

5 5. ft fR4^4T 

-aft- 

-afr- 

1-3-69 

5 6- ft afS^ f 5T 

-aft- 

-afr- 

1-3-69 

5 7- 'ftirrroWRo 

affearnafST 

aftsa rnafrr 

1-3-69 

ft549TT 
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12 3 4 5 

58 ft araft Srar^fr flm efrir l-a-eo 

srlfjR 


[fo 52 / 2 2 / 7 4-^9) o*fr « III in)] 

jpsflft 7T4, 34 4ff4 


ORDER 

New Delhi, the 10th July, 1978 

9.0. 2191. —Whereas the Central Government has 
ceased to perform the functions of purchase, storage, movement 
trtts mrt, distribution and sale of foodgrains done by the, 
Department of Food, the Regional Directorates of Food, 
the Procurement Directorates and the Pay & Accounts Offices 
of the Department of Food which under Section 13 of 
the Food Corporation Act, 1964 (37 of 1964) are the functions 
of the Food Corporation of India; 

And whereas the following officers and employees serving 
in the Department of Food, the Regional Directorate of Food, 
Procurement Directorates and the Pay Accounts Offices of the 
the Department of Food and engaged in the performance of the 
functions mentioned above have not, in response to the Circular 
of the Central Government dated the 16th April, 1971 intimated, 
within the date specified therein, their intention of not becoming 
employees of the Food Corporation of India required by the 
proviso to sub-section (I) of Section 12A of the said Act; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
SeiJtlon 12A df the Food Corporation of India Act, 1964 (37 of 
1964) as amended hpto date the Central Government hereby 
transfer the following officers and employees to the Food Cor- 
poration of India with effect from the date mentioned against 
each of them: — 


SI. Name of the Permanent Post held Date of 

No. officcr/employees post held under the transfer 

under the Central Govt, to the 
Central Govt, at tht time of PC] 
transfer 


1 2 

3 

4 

5 

1 . Shri P.P.H. 

Sunder Singh 


Technical 

Asstt. 

1-3-69 

2. Sh. Tiiak Raj 

J.G.K. 

S.G.K. 

1-3-69 

Arora 

3. Sh. G.U, 

Tech. Asstt, 

Tech. Asstt. 

1-3-69 

Babulkar 

4. Sh. M.H. 

Godown Clerk 

Godown Clerk 

1-3-69 

Mohnani, 

5. Sh. C.B. Uparktir 

J.G.K. 

S.G.K. 

1-3-69 

6. Sh. S.N. Kar 

S.G.K. 

S.G.K. 

1-3-69 

7. Sh. P.1VI. Tahiliani 

S.G.K. 

S.G.K. 

1-3-69 

8. Sh. N.M. Vankar 

Godown 

Clerk 

J.G.K. 

1-3-69 

9. Sh. P.B. Rohit 

-do- 

-do- 

1-3-69 

10. Sh. K.H. Miranl 

-do- 

-do- 

1-3-69 

11. Sh. A.R. Vaidya 

J.G.K. 

J.G.K. 

1-3-69 

12, Sh, D.M. Parma r 

Godown 

Clerk 

Godcwn 

Clerk 

1-3-69 

13. Sh. A.R. Makwana 

-do- 

-do- 

1-3-69 

14. Shri O.M. Shrimali 

-do- 

-do- 

1-3-69 
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1 2 

3 

4 

5 

15. Sh. G.A. Solanki 

Godown 

Godown 

1-3-69 


Cle rk 

Clerk 


16. Sh. R.C. Parmar 

-do- 

-do- 

1-3-69 

17. Sh. S.N. Mone 

Junior 

Junior 

1-3-69 


Clerk 

Clerk 


18. Sh. B,M. Khoja 

Godown 

Godown 

1-3-69 


Clerk 

Clerk 


19. Sh, K.M, Pathan 

-do- 

-do- 

1-3-69 

20. Sh. K.C, Sharma 

-do- 

-do- 

1-3-69 

21. Sh. M.A, Manek 

-do- 

-do- 

1-3-69 

22. Sh. A.D, Saiyed 

-do- 

-do- 

1-3-69 

23. Sh. A.M. Daima 

-do- 

-do- 

1-3-69 

24. Sh. B.J. Gurkha 

-do- 

-do- 

1-3-69 

25. Sh. P.D. Parmar 

-do 

-do- 

1-3-69 

26. Sh. M.J. Vasawa 

-do- 

-do- 

1-3-69 

27. Smt. M.G. Solanki 

Sweeper 

Sweeper 

1-3-69 

28. Sh. Ratubha G. 

Watchman 

Watchman 

1-3-69 

29. Sh. Poona Petha 

-do- 

-do- 

1-3-69 

30. Sh. l.N. Joshi 

-do- 

-do- 

1-3-69 

31. Sh, H.K. Saiyed 

-do- 

-do- 

1-3-69 

32. Sh. K.K. Mitra 

-do- 

-do- 

1-3-69 

33. Sh. N'.V. Gosai 

Sweeper 

Sw eeper 

1-3-69 

34. Sh. Meheshprasad 

Watchman 

Watchman 

1-3-69 

35. Sh. Devendergiri 

-do- 

-do- 

1-3-69 

36. Sh. Alarakh Umar 

Sweeper 

Sweeper 

1-3-69 

37. Sh. Popatbha B. 

Watchman 

Watchman 

1-3-69 

38. Sh. Jiva Moti 

-do- 

-do- 

1-3-69 

39- Sh. Asharfilalsing 

-do- 

-do- 

1-3-69 

40. Sh. G.P. Patel 

-do- 

-do- 

1-3-69 

41. Sh. Molhu Sadhu 

-do- 

-do- 

1-3-69 

42. Sh. R.N. Vankar 

-do- 

-do- 

1-3-69 

43. Sh. R.M. Pandit 

-do- 

-do- 

1-3-69 

44. Sh. Shyamlal 

-do- 

-do- 

1-3-69 

Chauhan 




45. Sh. K.P. Mishra 

-do- 

-do- 

1-3-69 

46. Sh. M.K. Rajput 

-do- 

-do- 

1-3-69 

47. Sh. J.N. Raut 

-do- 

-do- 

1-3-69 

48. Sh. Munilal Sadhu 

-do- 

-do- 

1-3-69 

49. Sh. B.D. Parikh 

-do- 

-do- 

1-3-69 

50. Sh. B.L. Parmar 

-do- 

-do- 

1-3-69 

51. Sh. C.F. Rohit 

-do- 

-do- 

1-3-69 

52. Smt, Lilaben V. 

Sweeper 

Sweeper 

1-3-69 

53. Smt. Sakriben 

Sifter 

Sifter 

1-3-69 

54. Sh. Inderpal Dhana 

Watchman 

Watchman 

1-3-69 

55. Sh. Lochan Sumar 

-do- 

-do- 

1-3-69 

56. Sh. Bachhu Jetha 

-do- 

-do- 

1-3-69 

57. Sh. S.R. Lothankar 

Dusting 

Dusting 

1-3-69 

58. Sh. Mavji Devji 

Operator 

Operator 


Sweeper 

Sweeper 

1-3-69 

Dhobin 





[No. 

52/22/74-FC-lIKVol. X)] 


BASKHI RAM, 

Dy. Secy. 


(TT* fftT wfe) 

*tt feW, I 5 , 19 7 8 


wo wto 2192. — wnft trfer fot r 27 fern s rfe 
i 960 jrrr tet fef wrr ureffa ttR fern 1951 % few 434 
% srr III 4 r fe (^) % wjwt tw-wt mti ffew % jffe- 

W7TW7JT Jtffefe %71T Jr ftfet 16-8-78 ^ SWrffe T6 ST>rfe 

qrfe w ffenr few £ 1 

[feTT 5~2S/78-<ffotT^olfro] 


MINISTRY OF COMMUNICATIONS 
(P&T Board) 

New Delhi, the 15th July. 1978 

SO 2192.— In pursuance of para (at of Section III of Rule 
434 of Indian Telegraph Rules, 1951, as introduced by 
S.O. No: 627 dated 8th March, 1960, the Director General, 
Posts and Telegrahs, hereby specifics the 16-8-1978 as the 
date on which the Measured Rate System will be 
introduced in Bodinayakanur Telephone Exchange, Tamil 
Nadu Circle, 

[No. 5-25/78-PHB] 
R. C. KETANI, Asstt. Director (PHB) 


wr 


(twi wti) 

rtt fefe, 7 19 78 / 

ntdts 2193. — ttfelTT 309 ^ SECT 

rrwr urfepfr srfer fe wwnft '(srjwwt 

n> sfefe) fewr, 1978 H tffe *rfe suffer fer ffe 
fefeffeT few apfe ?, wfe: — 

1. (l) few ttr Tsfet (wptmw fe tfeTFr) fefe 

ffetR fePT, 19 7 8 tufebS I 

(2) ^ rtwnPr ttww *r aftriPT uh difhar if T’fff 1 

2. ^ sfefrft (tpjSTTWT wffe) few, 1968 * few 

25 ^ wr few ( 1 ) * tfta* RfeP ^ ^ 1 * 

*«rw qr feferfer fer^ sffenfaJ ^ ' 

"fefet 1 Rt *r infer tc jafenr 

frpT jrrrq- fer ^ mm jfewR % ffe stWTfer fefef 
ik fet rife wfw ?r wW 1 feft wfer *r 
fife* ^ 'srfeT qft wife mfefel ?nr jfe ^ wft t w 
fet ferns fen w ?t w ^ ^ ^ ft!TT w 
rmrr fe qrt mm wftn wfer fe ?>* ^ nfew ^ w 
arfefr 1” 

[#o^o (t) trrnr tr) 77 wr tfJe- 36 ] 
tflo tETo sfer 


MINISTRY OF RAILWAY 
(Railway Board) 

New Delhi, the 7th July, 1978 

.SO- m-15-f « " 'i'C, X ft ™4!7«' 1 ta?ew 

Servants (Discipline and Appeal) Rules, 1968, namely . 

1. (1) These may be called the Railway Servants (Discipline 
and Appeal) Second amendment, Rules, ty/B. 

(2) They shall come into force on the date of their publi- 
cation in the Official Gazette. 

2 In rule 25 of the Railway Servants (Discipline and 
Anneal) Rules 1968, for Note 1 below the third proviso to 
sub-rule (1), the following Note shall be substituted, namely. 

"Note l The time limits for review of cases mentioned 

in this proviso shall be reckoned from the date of 
issue of the orders proposed to be reviewed In 
a case where the original order has been upheld or 
modified or set aside by the appellate author ity. t e 
time limit shall be reckoned from the date of issue 
of the appellate order,". 


nrr« tfe uriTfw, u erf-few (<f)°tT^ 0 if) 0 ) 


P. N. MOHILE, Secy, 


404 GI/78 — 9 
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fftstff 7 WSTlf 197S 

TOoWo 2194. — RTCtfftt ftWwfafaTO, 1890'( 1890TO 9) 

itff eikt 56 ^ aft roura ( 2 ) am tott vrPfenff to roVr 
amf yq;, fcffir tor, wtt ^ totthtr 5ft wift to fa fatft 
ftro ttro top %ror *rrer aft ft anft % fftft Rrarffirr ^ TOfaftf 
am yp faft >rft ret to, t£to & utort tort 

vv \ nw $ ftfa tot tototot % toepf if fftfftfa^ arff aft row 
if rorft jp3[ Prwrfwfwa ftar trofar aft i-s-78 ft 6 R^fft iff 
TOfft % fftft "Rfertjfiro tftro" fttfro amff Wftf ; — 

1. tjarf (arfr a«rt) 

2 . rttojt 

3. (pror 

4. facpjr 

s. aftft r gr afti 
e. TOTynrrar 

7. ftgrr »^tr afa 

(anr ft*} 

8. ftwf 

9. HOT BTO aftTtft 

io. c^rffTOTOir 

n. tWVt fftftl toto 

12. ttrjw 

13. auftfaT 

14. fftroTOnmr 
is. ftmaror 
is. frorrom 

1 7. aft?pgT (g* unfe) 

18. TOTOTTO 

19. ftHn wftf 

20. ■PT^ffOTT 

21. t/faron 

22. arrftVRTO 
23- Ttff 

24 . 5 TRTTOTT 

25. 

2 6. 

27- RuTluJ) eiro (Hm) 

2 8. a I a. fan 

29 . n^far ftaror 

30. TOTOTTOtPT 

31. ijarf (aafftarflnjr) 

[ft® ^toiffo«nto/i 680/75/2] 

New Delhi, the 7th July, 1978 

S.O. 2194. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
section (2) of Section 56(B) of the Indian Railways Act 
1890 (9 of 1890), the Central Government being satisfied 
that it is necessary that the goods booked by trains intended 
solely for the carriage of goods to any railway station should 
be removed without delay from such railway station and 
having regard to the factors specified in that sub-section, 
hereby declares the following railway stations as “notified sta- 
tions” for a further period of six months with effect from 1st 
August, 1978 namely : — 

1. Bombay (Wadi Bunder) 

2. Nagpur 

3. Howrah goods 

4. Chltpur 

5. Cosslpur Road 

6. Allahabad 


7. Kanpur Central goods shed (Broad Gauge) 

8. New Delhi 

9. Madras Salt Cotauis 

10. Ernakulam goods 

11. Bangalore City junction 

12. Royapuram 

13. Calicut 

14. Secunderabad 

15. Hyderabad 

16 . Vijayawada 

17. Kolhapur (gur market) 

18. Sanat Nagar 

19. Maula All 

20. Kacheguda 

21. Aurangabad 

22. Shalimar 

23. Ranchi 

24. Tatanagar 

25. New Gauhati 

26. New Jalpalguri 

27. Silliguri Town (goods) 

28. Kankaria 

29. Baroda Junction 

30. Asarva Junction 

31. Bombay (camac Bridge), 

{No. TCI/168Q/75/2J 

rjffc to 

Rff favft, 1 4 Sl/Hlf, 1978 

TOoltlo 2195. — TO WITOlff 16-12-1977 8ft TO T TO TO 

RfhtjTOT aft sfbft toto ft 'ftroftr toot ariR ftm % to 

ft " RTTOtar 8ft fftTOlT ? i 

[ftwffpfr-77/TToRTo 15/7] 
no ^to ftrf^ft, ttfro it* q^ir sfro 

CORRIGENDUM 
New Delhi, the 14th July, 1978 

S.O. 2195. — The words “as Central Government Offices” 
may please be deleted from 4ih/5th line of this Ministiy*s 
notification of even number dated 16-12-1977. 

[No. HindI-77/OL 15/7] 

P, N. MOHILE, Secy. & Ex. Office Jt. Secy. 

TOT ftHTTTO 

snftRi 

if firrof, 2 wft 1978 

TO® Too 2196. — TO: foffit TOTOT 8ft TPT| fa TOft TOW 
Ra;gftf ft fafafae froftf % *rt ft ftftftt fftrow toto¥Npt 
ftaftf % ft tror? ffttfaraft to 4 * *r<+i i Of % at* 

t«if wWtPw front frown 

ftftr w: toe faro aft ronTfaftro % fair faffltra 

TORT afaftfa RTOEff ; 

to: to RWrfTOF front Rfftfftro 1947 (1947 to 14) 

aft trm 7-v tftr rttt 10 aft 3 totxt ( 1) % to (r) srtr ron 

trfwff TO TORT TOtft JT idflR TKTOT sfltffffin 

nfftroai RfttT TOuft ^ fro% RlSttflR RffelTOf) ftf ^To ftTOlTO ’ 

filRTO TOW ft ylw ftk fft«rre aft ftWl 

fftrr Rfftroror wraPnfaR % fftR ffttfiro amft ft 1 
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wj^ft 

"<m ?iw fff'Hiv Trcn tw H 3: srvrmfe vt ifi fit pI^px 

jrfTO fr^rx 1 1-5-1974 & *ftt % infer 4fe) 4rTmn$ 

itrrftfeff $ ? qft rft ft ttwrfara- '-rffer f*ro xpjtm- u 1^- 

sncfc? 

[ffo 230 12( 3)/76^to-3(fto)/fto-4(tfr)] 
fe r i ms , xtfti^n ti 

MINISTRY of LABOUR 
ORDER 

New Delhi, the 2nd March, 1978 

S.O. 2196. — -Whereas the Central Government is of opinion 
that an industrial dispute exists between the employers in 
relation to the management of Neyveli Lignite Corporation, 
Neyveli and their workman in respect of the matters 
specified in the Schedule hereto annxed ; 

And whreas the Central Government considers it desir- 
able to refer the said dispute for adjudication ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
section 7A and clause (d) of sub-section (1) of section 10 of 
the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947) the Central 
Government hereby constitutes an Industrial Tribunal of 
which Shri K. Selvaratnam shall be the Presiding Officer 
with headquarters at Madras and refers the said dispute 
for adjudication to the said Tribunal. 

SCHEDULE 

“Whether the action of the management of Neyveli 
Lignite Corporation imited, Neyveli in dismissing 
Shri Peer Mohammed, Sr. Driver with effect from 
11-5-1974 from service is justified? If not, to what 
relief is the concerned workmen entitled 7 

[No. L-23012(3)/76-D-m(B)/D-IV(B)] 
BHUPENDRA NATH, Desk Officer 

New Delhi, the 12th July, 1978 

S.O. 2197. — In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Central Govern- 
ment Industrial Tribunal No. 2, Bombay in the industrial 
dispute between the employers in relation to the manage- 
ment of Messrs Metcalfe and Hodgkinson Private Limited, 
Bombay and their workmen which was received by Central 
Government on the 10th July, 1978. 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 

TRIBUNAL No. 2. BOMBAY 

Reference No. CGIT-2/1 of 1976 

PARTIES : 

Employers in relation to the Management of M/s. 
Matcalfe and Hodgkinson Private Limited, Bombay. 

AND 

Their workman Shri A. N, D’Silva, Senior Surveyor. 
APPEARANCES : 

For the Employers — Shri Kishor D. Boda, Advocate, 

For the Workman— Shri M. N. Bhatka, Advocate. 
INDUSTRY: Ports and Docks STATE: Maharashtra 

Bombay, the 1 2th June, 1978 
AWARD 

The Government of India, in the Ministry of Labour 
acting under the powers conferred on it by Section 10(l)(d) 
of the Industrial Disputes Act, (14 of 1947) has referred the 


following dispute to this Tribunal for adjudication by its 
order No. L-31012/5/7J/DIV/A, dated J-l-1976 

“Whether the action of the management of M/s. 

Metcalfe and Hodgkinson Private Limned, 

Bombay in having dismissed Shri A. N. D’Silva, 
Senior Surveyor, from service with effect from 
1st August, 1975, is justified? If not, to what 

relief is the concerned workman entitled?" 

The fact3 disclosed in the written statement of M/s. 

Metcalfe and Hodgkinson Private Limited, Bombay 

(hereinafter referred to as the Company) are that the 

workman herein A. N. D’Silva joined their service in 
1956 as a Surveyor. This company carries on the work 
of Compass adjusting, Ship survey, Insurance Survey etc: 
at different ports in the Country. It has a branch office 
at Gandhidham under the control of one of their Directors 
Capt. D. K. Varma. On 22-2-1975 D’Silva was sent to 
Porbunder to carry out some work in respect of the 
ship Lily M, On 25-2-1975 the workman was instructed to 
proceed to Jamnagar and contact by telephone Capt. 
Bhansali at Bombay, another Director of the company for 
further directions, Capt. Varma was also directed to con- 
tact from Gandhidham the workman at Jamnagar and 
instruct him (workman) to proceed to Sikka to carry out 
certain survey work on board the vessel “Varuna Yami- 
ni”. On 25-2-1975 at about 5 p.m. Capt. Varma con- 
tacted the workman on phone at the office of the company’s 
agents M/s. K. P. Shah & Co. in Jamnagar and passed 
on the said instructions to him. The workman not only 
refused to take Instructions from Capt. Varma but also 
talked to him in a rude and defiant manner. The 
workman told Capt. Varma that he would take instructions 
only from Capt. Bhansali of the Head Office and not 
from him and that any instruction he (Capt. Varma) 
intended to give him should be routed through Capt. 
Bhansali. The company therefore issued a show cause 

notice to the workman on 14-3-1975. In his explanation, 
the workman made derogatory remarks against the Manag- 
ing Director Captain Rozario and Capt. Varma. Not 
being satisfied with the explanation the Management 
issued a chargesheet against the workman. An enquiry 
was held against the workman. The Enquiry Officer alter 
examining three witnesses (Captains Bhansali, and Varma 
and Jitubhal, partner of K. P. Shah & Co. of Jamnagar) 
for the management and the workman found 
guilty of the several charges framed against him. The com- 
pany submits that the enquiry was conducted in accordance 
with all the principles of natural justice. On the basis of 
the Enquiry Officer’s findings the company dismissed the 
workman with effect from 1-8-1975. They submit that the 
misconduct committed by the workman is of a very serious 
nature meriting the punishment of dismissal, and therefore 
it does not call for any intereference. Even if the Tribunal 
should feel that the punishment awarded is too severe, they 
pray that reinstatement may not be ordered. Accordang to 
them in view of the nature of the work carried on by the 
company it is de’erimental to take the workman back in 
service, The company understands that the workman is gain- 
fully employed else where and/or is carrying on business on 
his own. The company also pleads that this Tribunal has 
no jurisdiction to entertain the reference because the delinquent 
employee in question is not a workman within the meaning of 
S.2(s) of the Industrial Disputes Act nor the business 
earned on by them an industry within the meaning of 
S.2(jyibd). They pray that the reference may be rejected 
for the aforesaid reasons. 

3. The workman’s cause is espoused by the Transport 
and Dock Worker’s Union. The Asstt. Secretary of ihe 
Union has filed the statement of claim on behalf of the 
workman stating that he (workman) is a member of the 
Union having a distinction of organizing the employees 
of the company herein for the purposes of Co-operative 
and collective bargaining. He has put in more than 20 
years of unblemished and meritorious service in the com- 
pany. They contend that the business that is being carried 
on by the company m question is an Industry and the 
charge-sheeted employee (C.S.E. for short) is a workman 
within the meaning of the Industrial Diputes Act. They 
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say that being aggrieved at the order of dismissal passed 
against the workman, the Union approached the Assistant 
Labour Commissioner ("Centra]), Bombay for rcdressal of 
his grievance. The ALC(C), Bombay failed to brine about 
an amicable settlement between the parties. So lie sub- 
mitted a failure of conciliation report to the Government, 
upon receipt of which the Central Government has made 
this reference. The Union contends that the domestic) 
enquiry held by the company is vitiated by non-obser- 
vance of the principles of natural justice. They say that 
the. workman was not given an opportunity to cross- 
examine the management's witness Capt. Bhartsali. Nor 
was he given sufficient opportunity to lead evidence in 
his defence, They contend that the findings arrived at by 
the Enquiry Officer were not warranted by the material 
placed before him. They also say that the workman 
could not defend the case, as the charges framed against 
him were vapue and indefinite. They also submit that for 
his trade union activity the workman has been victimised. 
They pray that the workman may be reinstated in service 
with full back wages and continuity of service, after 
setting aside the order of dismissal. 

The management filed a rejoinder reiterating the joint 
urged by them in their written statement. 

The points that arise for consideration on the above 
pleadings are : — 

(1) Whether the reference in question is not com- 

petent 7 

(2) Whether the enquiry was conducted In violation 

of the principles of natural justice or vitiated by 
the other irregularities detailed in the statement 
of claim ? 

(3) Whether the findings arrived at by the Enquiry 

Officer are not warranted by (he material placed 
on the record 7 

(4) Whether the workman is entitled to reinstatement 

in service wth full back wages and continuity of 
service 7 

(5) Whether the punishment of dismissal is warranted 

in the circumstances of the case 7 

(6) To what relief 7 
POINT I : 

The company has taken the plea that the reference 
in question is not competent ns the business they are 
carrying on is not an industry and the C.S.E. herein is 
not a workman within the meaning of the Industrial 
Disputes Act. No arguments arc addressed on this point. 
Hence point 1 held against the management. 

POINT 2: 

The learned Advocate for the workman has not pressed 
the Point that the domestic enquiry is vitiated by failure 
on the part of the Enquiry Officer to observe the princi- 
ples of natural justice or od account of the other irregulari- 
ties set out in the claim statement. Hence point 2 held 
against the workman. 

POINT 3 : 

The only point urged on behalf of the workman is that 
the findings arrived at by the Enquiry Officer are perverse 
as the same are not warranted by the evidence placed 
before him. The following are the charges framed against 
the workman on each of which the Enquiry Officer 
recorded a finding of guilty : 

(a) On 25th February, 1975, at about 1700 hours 
when Capt. D. K. Verma, Director, contacted 
you on telephone at Jamnagar to give some 
urgent instructions, you not only refused to 
take Capt. Verma’s instructions but also replied 
him in a rude and defiant manner. You even 
told Capt. Verma that you would not take 

instructions from him. You further told Capt. 
Verma that whatever instructions he wanted to 
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issue, he should get the same through Capt. 
Bhansali. 

(b) You refused to obey the telephonic instructions 

issued to you by the Company’s Director Capt. D. 
K. Verma on 25th February, 1975 while you 
were at Jamnagar. 

(c) By your conduct in talking in an insulting and 

disparaging manner with Capt. Verma, on tele- 
phone on 25th February, 1975 at about 1700 
hours you lowered his dignity and also the dig- 
nity of the company in the eyes of the com- 
pany’s Agents, M/s, K. P. Shah & Company. 

(d) In your letter dated 1st April, 1975, you made 

false allegations about the status of the com- 
pany’s Director Capt. D, K. Verma, questioned 
his competency to hold the post of a Director 
and also his conduct as that of unbecoming of a 
Director of our company. 

(e) You cast aspersions on the conduct of Capt. T. 

E. M. Rozario. Managing Director of the com- 
pany, by alleging that he merely signed the letter 
dated 14th March, 1975, without bothering about 
the contents of the same, 

(f) In your letter dated 1st April, 1975, you made 

insulting remarks against Capt. D. K. Varma, a 
Director of the Company”. 

Before considering the evidence adduced before the Enquiry 
officer it is necessary to set out the facts leading to tho 
initiation of the action against the workman. The com- 
pany has its Head Office at Bombay and a blanch office 
at Gandhidham (Gujarat), At the Head Office there is one 
Managing Director by name Capt. Rozario and another 
Director Capt. Bhansali (EW-1), We are told that there 
is another Director Captain Sharma. This is a Private 
Ltd. Company duly registered under the Indian Com- 
panies Act. Jt does among other things Survey and superin- 
tendence of whips, assessment of loss or damage of cargo and 
ships for the purpose of Insurance claims. There arc Sur- 
veyors to help the Directors of the company in their business. 
This survey work is carried on at the various ports in the 
country and for this purpose company’s Surveyors are sent 
to outstations. The workman herein wag recruited as a 
Surveyor in 1956 and till he was dismissed from service on 
1-8-1975 he worked in such capacity. On 22-2-1975 he was 
sent to Porbunder to do survey work on board the vessel 
Lily M, Just before he was due to leave Porbunder for Bombay 
on 25-2-1975 after completing that work, the workman was 
contacted from Bombay by Captain Bhansali to proceed to 
Jamnagar and to contact him on phone from there for fur- 
ther instructions. Accordingly the workman went to Jamnagar 
and contacted Jitubhai, one of the partners of the Com- 
pany’s agents M/s. K. P. Shah & Company to find out 
if there was any message from Bombay awaiting him. 
Jitubhai handed over a telegram to the workman. That 
telegram sent by Capt. Bhansali from Bombay directed 
the workman to proceed to Sikka to carry out survey work 
on board the ship “Vanina Yamini” which was to be 
loaded with cement, packed in paper which was more 
prone to destruction than cement packed in jute. By way 
of abundant caution Capt. Bhasali sent Capt. Vartnn a 1 
Gandhidham a similar message with a request that he should 
pass it on to the workman who was to be contacted at the 
office of their agents M/s. K. P. Shah Sc Company. 

4, Accordingly at 5 P.M. Captain Varma put through 
a lightning call to M/s, K. P. Shah & Company and asked 
Jitubhai their partner if the workman was there. Jitubhai 
informed Captain Varma that the workman had arrived 
and that he could talk to him (workman). Then Capt, 
Varma tried to convey some instructions to the workman. 
What, those instructions were, the evidence recorded by (he 
Enquiry Officer does not clearly show, The workman’s 
version is that Capt, Varma asked him to do some work 
of superintendence oh board the Vessel ‘Nikos’ relieving 
another workman, Soni by name. The workman further 
says that since those instructions were in conflict with those 
given by Capt. Bhansali he told Capt. Varma that he 
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would not be in a position to carry them out. Capt. 
Varma's version is that the workman did not allow him 
to convey the message. All the time he was said to be 
interrupting him (Varma) saying he would not obey his 
(Varma's) instructions and that if he (Varma) had any- 
thing to say, the same might be conveyed through Capt. 
Bhansali. Capt. Varma further states that his instructions 
were also to the same effect viz. the workman should go 
on board the vessel Vanina Yamini to conduct survey 
work. The written statement Is also to the same effect. 
Capt. Varma then informed Capt. Bhansali on, phone of 
the insubordinate behaviour of the workman. It is alleged 
that from 26-2-1975 to 6-3-75 the workman was not heard 
of. On 7-3-1975 he reported himself for duty at Bombay. 
The workman says after completing the work on board the 
vessel Vanina Yamini he returned to his Head Office at 
Bombay. On 14-3-1975 a letter was addressed by Capt. 
Rozario, the Managing Director calling upon the workman 
to whow cause why disciplinary action should not be taken 
against him for his insubordination and defiant attitude to- 
wards Capt. Varma, one of the Directors of the company. 
The workman says that he was served with that show cause 
notice on 21-3-1975. On 1-4-1975 the workman submitted 
his explanation wherein he took the stand that Capt. Verma 
was not a Director of the company thereby suggesting that 
he was not bound to carry out his instructions. He also says 
that the instructions given by Capt. Varma were at variance 
with those given by Capt. Bhansali. He was not shouting at 
Capt. Varma on the telephone. Since the voice was not 
coming clearly on the telephone he had to speak in a loud 
tone. He further stated that he had duly carried out the sur- 
vey work on Vanina Yamini by 2-3-1975 and returned to 
Bombay on 5-3-1975. During the course of that letter the 
workman stated that as Capt. Varma was "not able to handle” 
the job at Porbander he (workman) was aent to attend to it. 
He also stated that the Managing Director, Capt. Rozario, 
whs “Pursuudcd" to affix his signature to the show chusc 
notice and that in his considered opinion he had “merely 
signed it”. He also stated therein that Capt. Varma had 
thrown a “monkey wrench into the works”. These expressions 
in the above letter were taken exception to and formed the 
basis of some more charges against the workman. The com- 
pany did not find this explanation to be satisfactory. So a 
charge-sheet was served on the workman on 11-6-1975. On 
21-6-1975 the Enquiry proceedings commenced. 

5. During the enquiry Captains Bhansali and Varma and 
litubhai were examined. The workman personally conducted 
his defence, though the Enquiry Officer offered to give him the 
assistance of a co-worker. The workman did not choose to 
cross-examine Capt. Bhansali. He cross-examined the other 
two witnesses. He examined himself in support of his case, 
On the basis of the above evidence the Enquiry Officer found 
the workman guilty on all the counts. The management ac- 
cepted the findings and awarded the punishment of dismissal 
with effect from 1 -8- 1975. 

6. Shri Bhatkal for the workman contends that the second 
charge viz. refusal to obey the telephonic instruction issued 
by the Director Capt. Varma is not proved at all and that the 
finding of the Enquiry Officer to the contra is perverse. On 
this point there is the evidence of Captains Varma and Bhan- 
sali recorded by the Enquiry Officer. The evidence of Capt. 
Varma does not show that instructions he meant to give and 
how those instructions were flouted. Even in the cross-exami- 
nation of the workman the specific instructions given by Cap- 
tain Varma were not put to him. He was not even asked if he 
did not disobey those instructions. The statement of the work- 
man in his chief examination that when Capt. Verma instruct- 
ed him to go to work on board the vessel Nikos after reliev- 
ing one Soni, he replied that as the said instructions were in 
conflict with those given by Capt. Bhansali he was not in a 
position to obey the same unless Capt. Bhansali countermand- 
ed his instructions, is not challenged in his cross-examina- 
tion. The workman further stated that on his return to Bom- 
bay he told Capt. Rozario in the presence of Capt. Varma, 
the circumstances in which he had to disobey Capt. Varma s 
directions and that Capt, Rozario had accepted his explana- 
tion, He further stated that he furnished the necessary infor- 
mation to M/s. Mackinnon Mackenzie and Company in the 
presence of Captains Verma and Rozario. The correctness of 
this statement is also not questioned in his cross-examination. 
Capt. Bhansali in his evidence stated that he asked Capt. 
Varma to get in touch with the workman and organize the 


whole operation. He further stated that on 25-2-or 26-2 Captain 
Varma reported to him on 'phone' that when he asked the 
workman to proceed to Sikka he refused to stay at Sikka, say- 
ing that he would things and return to Bombay. This con- 
duct on the part of the workman is said to have caused 
“considerable damage to the relations with our clients when 
we were unable to provide the information they sought". 
This also affected their future business with the principals 
of their clients. This witness was not cross-examined by the 
workman. It is argued that on the basis of Captain Bhansali’s 
evidence (which is not even subjected to cross-examination) 
the charge of insubordination and refused to carry out instruc- 
tions must be held to have been established. I do not agree. 
This evidence is vague. He does not say that the workman 
did not carry out the survey operations on board the vessel 
Varuna Yamini as per his instructions or that the workman 
had not submitted his report in time and thereby inconve- 
nienced their clients. There is no material to show that any 
other inslructions were given. From the arguments 1 under- 
stand that both the Vessels Nikos and Varuna Yamini were 
at Sikka port. It is not the company’s case that the workman 
refused to work on the Vessel Varuna Yamini or that he did 
not carry out that work as per instructions. It is sougnt to 
be argued that there is no evidence to show that the workman 
went to Sikka in compliance with the instructions given by 
Capt. Bhansali (which instructions Capt. Varma repeated). In 
the letter dated 1-4-1975 written by the workman in reply to 
the show cause notice, the workman had stated that till he 
left Sikka on the evening of 2-3-1975 he had not seen Capt. 
Varma. This statement of his that he was at Sikka till 
2-3-1975 is not controverted. 

7. The evidence of Captains Bhansali and Varma clearly 
shows that both of them gave identical instructions Viz. 
to conduct survey operations on board the vessel Varuna 
Yamini at Sikka Port. This is confirmed by what is stated 
in the written statement. The evidence of the workman, 
which is not challenged in his cross-examination, shows 
that he had carried out the required work on board that 
Vessel to the satisfaction of the Directors of the company. 
There is no evidence to the contra on the record. It is 
not even suggested to the workman in his cross-examination 
that there were some other instructions given or intended 
to be given by Captain Varma to guide him in the con- 
duct of the survey which the workman had refused to 
carry out. In the circumstances the contention of the 
workman that the finding of the Enquiry Officer that the 
workman refused to obey the telephonic instructions given 
by Captain Varma on 25-2-1975 is based on no evidence 
has to be accepted. No reasonable person would come 
to such a conclusion on charge No. 2, as the Enquiry 
Officer did on the basis of the evidence on the record. 
The finding on charge No, 2 may be characterised as 
perverse. 

8. Charges 1 and 3. — The substance of charge No. 1 is 
that when Capt, Varma contacted the workman for giving 
urgent instructions, he refused to take those instructions 
and also replied to him in a rude and defiant manner. 
Charge No. 3 states that by his conduct the workman 
lowered the dignity of Captain Varma and that of the 
company in the eyes of their agents M/s. K. P. Shah and 
Company. Charge No. 1 appears to be very vague. It does 
not disclose what specific instructions Captain Varma 
purported do give. There arc two conflicting versions regard- 
ing the instructions sought to be given by Captain Varma. 
The version of the company is that Captain Varma gave 
the workman the very same instructions as those given by 
Captain Bhansali viz. to go to work on board the vessel 
"Varuna Yamini” lying at Sikka Port, This is the 
case set out in the written statement. If this were so there 
is no point in saying that the workman refused to take 
the instructions given by Captain Varma, The evidence of 
the workman and the letter dated 1-4-1975 written by him 
clearly show that he worked on board the Vessel Vanina 
Yamini lying at Sikka port, from 26-2-1975 to 2-3-1975. 
ft follows that the charge that the workman refused to 
lake orders from Captain Varma has no legs to stand. If 
the case of the workman that the instructions civen by 
Captain Varma were in conflict with those given by 
Captain Bhansali is to be believed, it remains to be seen 
whether the workman was justified in refusing to take those 
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instructions. Both Captains BhansaJi and Vanna are direc- 
tors of the company entitled to equal respect. When Captain 
Bhansali asked the workman to attend to the work on 
board the vessel Vanina Yamini Captain Vanna without 
the prior approval of Captain Bhansali cannot give different 
instructions asking him (workman) to work on board the 
vessel Nikos also lying at the same port. Sikka. The 
workman told Captain Varma that if he should be asked to 
do a job other than the one given by Captain Bhansali the 
said instructions should be routed through the latter. This 
stand of the workman appears to be justified. Charge No, 1 
to the extent it relates to the refusal of the workman to 
take instructions from Captain Varma is not made out 
in the circumstances. 

9. There remains the other part of the charge No. 1 
viz. the behaviour of the worker towards the Director 
Captain Varma was very rude. A reading of the evidence 
of Captain Varma and Jitubhai and the letter addressed 
by the workman to the managing director in reply to the 
show cause notice probabalises this case and supports the 
finding of the Enquiry Officer. In that letter the workman 
asked the Managing Director whether Captain Varma was 
a director of the company or the director of the company 
at Gandhidam. He further stated that Captain Bhansali 
once told him that the Branch at Gandhidam of which 
Captain Varma was the director had nothing to do with 
the company at Bombay. When Captain Bhansali in his 
evidence before the Enquiry Officer denied having ever 
given the workman this information his statement is not 
challenged in his cross-examination. The evidence of Capt. 
Varma and Jithubhai supports the finding of the Enquiry 
Officer that the workman behaved in a rude and defiant 
manner towards Capt. Varma on the evening of 25-2-1975. 
If the workman told the Director Capt. Varma in the 
presence of Jithubhai partner of the Agents M/s, K. P. 
Shah & Co. that he would not take orders from him unless 
they were routed through Bhansali it would certainly tend 
to lower his dignity and consequently the dignity of the 
company in the eyes of the company’s agents. If the 
instructions given by Capt. Varma were really at variance 
with those given by Capt, Bhansali, the workman should 
have politely told the former that the prior approval of 
Capt. Bhansali was necessary to carry out his (Varma's 
instructions) instead of saying that he would obey only 
Capt. Bhansali’s and not Capt, Varma’s instructions. The 
finding of the Enquiry Officer on charge No. 3 is based on 
proper evidence. 

10. Charge No. 4. — In reply to the show cause notice 
the workman denied the status of Capt. Varma as Director 
of the company. He also described Capt, Varma’s talk on 
telephone as very rude and unbecoming of a Director of 
the company. So far as the status of Capt. Varma as 
Director of the company is concerned the workman did 
not persist in denying it during the course of the enquiry. 
Capt. Bhansali was not cross-examined on that point. I 
agree that the workman was not justified in questioning 
the status of Capt. Varma as a Director of the ompany. 

11. In para 3 of his letter the workman stated that 
throughout his 19 years of his service in this company not 
a single Director had spoken to him or ordered him in 
such a rude manner as Capt. Varma. He added that 
it was a sort of tradition of the directors of this company 
to be polite to their Surveyors. He therefore described 
the talk of Capt. Varma on telephone as unbecoming of 
a director of the company. It is true how and in what 
manner Capt. Varma insulted him is not made clear. The 
offensive words uttered by Capt. Varma are not reprodu- 
ced. Capt. Varma in his evidence denied this charge. Even 
so the workman was certainly within his rights in making 
this remark in the course of his explanation by way of 
defence to the charge Memo served on him though he 
failed to prove the same. 

12. Charge 6, — Tn the course of his explanation the work- 
man stated that he had to carry on an ‘on hiere’ survey 
on the vessel 'Asia Unity’ as Capt Varma was ‘not able 
to handle the job’ and again in pam 2 at page 2 of that 
letter he used the same expressions that the Surveyor 
was being sent to Porbunder because Capt. Varma was 
‘not able to handle it'. The above expression that Capt. 
Varma was not able to handle the job is taken to imply 


that he was incompetent to handle the job and on that 
basis charge No. 6 is framed, stating that the aforesaid 
expression constituted an insulting remark. In fairness to 
the workman the offending words should have been put 
to him and his explanation taken. He should have been 
given an opportunity to say what he meant by it. In the 
absence of such specific questions being put to him in 
regard to this charge, it cannot be presumed that the 
workman meant to instult the professional capacity of 
Capt. Varma. From the arguments advanced I understand 
that three ships including Varuna Yamini were bunched 
together at Port Sikka. For this reason Capt. Varma was 
not able to handle the work on Varuna Yamini and the 
service of the workman had to be urgently requisitioned. 
It is argued on behalf of the workman that in this context 
only the workman used the expression that Capt. Varma 
was 'unable to handle’ the work. Tt is submitted that the 
workman bad great respect for the professional ability of 
Capt. Varma who in fact trained him as Surveyor. The 
word ‘able’ means ‘having the power’ or ‘ability’, ’talented’, 
‘clever’ (vide Oxford Illustrated Dictionary). Further Capt. 
Varma the person alleged to have been insulted has not 
adverted to this aspect of the case in his evidence. I hold 
that there is no material at all to find the workman guilty 
of the charge. 

13. Charge 5, — Under the signature of the Managing 
Director Capt. Rozario the charge Memo, was issued to 
the workman. During the course of his explanation submitted 
by the workman to the aforesaid charge Memo, the work- 
man stated “it is indeed a regret that you should have 
been persuaded to affix your signature to such a letter,.”. 
Towards the end of that explanation he added “I hold no 
resentment towards you over this letter as it is my considered 
opinion that you have merely signed it". These two 
passages in the aforesaid explanation are said to cast an 
aspersion on the conduct of Capt. Rozario, Managing 
Director. They are taken to mean that the Managing 
Director merely signed the show cause Memo. without 
bothering about the contents of the same, Capt. Rozario 
has not got into the box to say that the aforesaid passages 
in any way offended him. During the course of the work- 
man’s cross-examination he was asked if on 15-4-1975 
when he met Capt. Rozario the latter did not observe "what 
on earth made you (workman) to think that my views 
were not expressed in that letter?” The workman admitted 
that fact. The question is whether the aforesaid offending 
passages really cast any aspersion on the conduct of the 
Managing Director Capt. Rozario. In my view the aforesaid 
passages are meant to convey the meaning that the Managing 
Director bore no ill-will against the workman and that the 
charge Memo, was issued to him under his signature at 
the instance of some others (directors) ? I do not under- 
stand the aforesaid passages in question to mean that the 
Managing Director is a pliable figure head who is accus- 
tomed to affix his signature without applying his mind 
to any paper that is placed before him. I am satisfied that 
there is nothing in the aforesaid passages to justify the 
charge that they cast any aspersion whatsoever on the ability 
and integrity of the Managing Director Capt. Rozario. 
On the other hand it may show the high esteem in which 
the workman holds the Managing Director. 

I hold that charge 5 is not established. 

14. To sum up, I hold the charges 2, 4. 5 and 6 are not 

at all made out and that the Enquiry Officer’s findings of 
guilty on those charge are based on no evidence. On charges 
1 and 3 the findings of the Enquiry Officer are upheld to 
(he extent that the conduct of the workman on the even- 
ing of 25-2-1975 in speaking lo Capt. Varma on the 

‘Phone’ was rude and defiant and that it tended to lower 

the dignity of the Captain who is a Director of the com- 
pany in the eyes of the Agents. The words ‘not able to 
handle the job’ cannot be taken as casting an aspersion 
on the experience and professional capacity of Capt. 
Varma. Admittedly Capt. Varma is highly experienced in 
maritine work. I hold that there is no justification to 

construe the above words as- constituting an insult to 

the capacity of Capt. Varma. 

POINT 5 : 

15. In my view charge No. 2 is the most serious one 
and of that charge the workman is exonerated. He is 
also exonerated of the charges 4 to 6. On charge 1 it is 
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held that the misconduct of refusal to take Capt. Varma’s 
orders is not made out. On the second part of the charge 
No. 2, agreeing with the Enquiry Officer's finding. I Have 
held that the workman had behaved in a rude and 
defiant manner while talking to Capt. Varma on the 
telephone. On charge 3 it is held agreeing with the 
Enquiry Officer that the above misconduct of rude and 
defiant behaviour tended to lower the dignity of Capt. 
Varma one of the directors of the company and the dig- 
nity of the company in the eyes of company’s agent 
Shri Jithubhai. The question is whether on the above find- 
ing on charge Nos 1 and 3 the punishment of dismissal 
from service is called for. In my considered view it is 
not. 

16. The workman’s complaint that he has been victi- 
mised for his trade union activity is denied by the manage- 
ment. EW-1 Capt. Bhansali during the course of his 
cross-examination admitted that the workman WW-1 and 
two other workmen were (he spokesmen of the staff of 
their company. The staff member of their company joined 
the Transport and Dock Workers’ Union, in 1973. In the 
settlement arrived at before the Assistant. Labour Com- 
missioner (C) Bombay in January, 1974 WW-1 signed the 
Memo of Settlement on behalf of the staff and EW-1 on 
behalf of the management. EW-1 says that during the 
pendency of the conciliation proceedings he might have 
attended the office of the Assistant Labour Commissioner 
(C), Bombay on some days and on such of those days 
he attended the Assistant Labour Commissioner (C’s) office 
the workman might have been present on behalf of the 
staff. The allegation of the workman that he is victimized 
for his trade union activities cannot be altogether ignored 
ag baseless. 

Point 5 held accordingly. 

POINT 4 : 

17. The question to be considered is whether the work- 
man is entitled to reinstatement with full back wages and 
continuity of service. The workman joined the company’s 
service in 1956 as a Surveyor and worked in that capacity 
till the date of his dismissal on 1-8-1975. Admittedly on 
the record there is no adverse remark against him. 
Captain Bhansali (EW-1) deposed that he had warned the 
workman on 5 or 6 occasions for misbehaviour. On one 
occasion the internal auditor complained to EW-1 that 
the workman entered into an argument with him and 
during the course of that he (workman) had raised his 
hand in a threatening manner. In 1973 the workman and 
his wife (wife is still an employee of this company) behaved 
in an insolent manner before EW-1 strongly protesting 
against the delay occurring in payment of wages. EW-1 
says that though the workman and his wife raised their 
hands at him in a threatening manner only oral warnings 
were said issued to them. On 2 or 3 occasions he was 
warned for refusal to go out of Bombay on company’s 
work. On another occasion EW-1 sent his son to the work- 
man’s house on a Sunday (which was his off day) to 
instruct him (workman) to contact him (EW-1) on the 
telephone so that the programme for the following day might 
be chalked out. But he did not comply with those 
directions. When called upon to explain the workman 
told EW-1 that he did not consider it necessary to do so. 
On another occasion the workman failed to report him- 
self at the office after finishing the work on board a 
vessel at the Bombay Port. Another item of misconduct 
referred to by EW-1 in that the junior surveyors who were 
detailed to work with WW-1 reported that whenever they 
asked WW-1 questions to clarify their doubts about the 
work on hand, instead of enlightening them he would 
reply in a contemptuous manner ,r go and ask your director”. 
For these various offences warnings were given orally. In 
reply to a question EW-1 stated that for minor offences 
it is not the practice of the company to issue charge- 
Memos, During the courge of his cross-examination the 
workman asserted that throughout the period of his service 
in this company he was never warned orally. He stated 
that he did not recollect if there was any occassion in 
June, 1973 when he misbehaved before the company’s 
auditor and on that account the auditor refuged to go to 
their office. He says he did not protest on 2-7-1973 against 
the delay in payment of salaries for the month of June, 
1973 or show his clenched fist during the course of that 


‘Hindustan Aluminium Corporation Limited, Renukoot, 
Mirazapur Vs. Murari Singh and others. 


incident. I am not prepared to disbelieve EW-1 when he 
says that on 5 or 6 occasions the workman misbehaved for 
which oral warnings were given. However, since the 
management has chosen to treat these various incidents 
lightly no serious view need be taken of the same in the 
context of the present case. Even taking the present mis- 
conduct as found by me along with the other ‘‘minor 
offences” referred to by EW-1 I feel that the punishment 
of dismissal, removal or discharge from services is not 
warranted. Since the management hag failed to establish 
that the workman has refused to obey the telephone 
instructions given by Capt. Varma, a director of the com- 
pany thereby causing loss to the company, I feel that the 
relief of reinstatement may be ordered. The workman is 
not prepared to take compensation in lieu of reinstate- 
ment. In para 11 of the written statement it is stated that 
subsequent to the date of his dismissal the workman is 
bencfically employed elsewhere or carries on service on 
his own. It is not seriously argued that the workman has 
secured an alternate job. EW-1 during the course of his 
evidence deposed to the same effect. He further stated that 
his company has not investigated whether the workman 
has got any work from any one of their customers. The 
workmun WW-1 during the course of his evidence deposed 
that subsequent to the order of dismissal during the months 
of August and December, 1975 he tried to get employ- 
ment with M/s. Dave and Associates and Standard 
Surveying, After having begun in 1976 to do survey busi- 
ness on his own, he says he did not approach other com- 
panies for any job. After he set up his own business he 
got some asaignmenls from M/s. Oriental Fire and Gene- 
ral Insurance, F. B. Mart is and M/s. Dave and Associates. 
According to him the total net profit ho made by handling 
the work of these three customers was Rs. 282, It Ls not 
seriously argued that the workman is making very good 
profit from out of this business and therefore not entitled 
to payment of back wages in the event of reinstatement. 
The workman’s statement that he has not secured alter- 
nate employment is not disputed. 

18. Shri Boda, counsel for tlW company argued relying 
upon the decision of the Allahabad High Court reported 
in the Indian Factories and Labour-Reports, 1978 (36) 
ara 241* argued that payment of back wages should not 
e ordered in every case of reinstatement as a rule. Accord- 
ing to him if the workman is found guilty of misconduct 
or lapse it is in the discretion of the management not to 
pay wages from the day he remained out of employment. 
In the reported case, the workman was found guilty of 
carelessness in maintaining the attendance register through 
not forgery and manipulation. Therefore payment of back 
wages was disallowed. It all depend? on the gravity of the 
offence of which he is held guilty, in the instant case the 
more serious offence of refusal to carry out the directions 
issued by the director of the company is not established. 
The finding of the Enquiry Officer on the other charges, 
4 to 6 has not been accepted by the Tribunal and the 
workman has been exonerated of these charges. For the 
misconduct of rude and defiant behaviour towards the 
Director Capt. Varma it has to be considered if the entire 
back wages should be withheld. Shri Boda argues that 
showing disrespect to a director of the company is a very 
serious offence, He also submits that since 1976 till today 
the workman has not cared to make any effort to secure 
an alternative job but remained content with the private 
business he wan carrying on he is not entitled to payment 
of back wages from 1976 onwards. I agree, therefore in 
view of the seriousness of the misconduct and in view of 
the failure on the part of the workman to try for an 
alternative job from 1976 onwards I hold that tho work- 
man is not entitled to payment of any back wages. 

Point 5 found accordingly. 

POINT 6 : 

In the result this reference is answered as follows : — 

The action of the management of M/s. Metcalfe and 
Hodgkinson Private Limited, Bombay in dismissing 
the workman Shri A. N. D'Silva, Senior Surveyor 
is not justified. 

He is entitled to reinstatement with continuity of ser- 
vice. 

He is not entitled to back wages. 

P. RAMAKRISHNA, Presiding Officer. 

[No. L-3 1012/5 /75-D.IV(A)l 
NAND LAL, Desk Officer 
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nf fin'll, 1 l^TTf, 1 f)73 

ario wio lies — %-fw ruarrc amarfrimT 4 #t wftrPm, 

1948 ( 1 94 8 Tr 34) # qW 88 JRT 9W #TT# IT SWR 
4 T# JO, a#TTCf Tm #Rr Pm Sr WU# 4 # %qr?PT 

»rrw hwtt % w# wm % #% it^# 4 faPrfks 
■marr# %■ Prof# amrrfi# # wr wfwfim % imPr P s## 
w^afr % mrr 3 *T aft tran# a### ft fftfftf# *rafsr % 
*r Prcr r?T ft# 1 1 

2. aft # fftRfi## Jr JWfa: — 

( 1) yrfnr wj^rr ft ## arm*#, fanft >twpj Prftrfw 

qqr afirer t#J, fir# srm a#*Tfriff m 
#c qrrrfiraTiT Ifnrm ; 

( 2 ) w % #ft J7 #, arftTT# w; wfaftm % wa# 
#ft Trwfftsrnf aw tot T$ft, f#aft orft % f#w 
W 'Tfa^nr am # # ^ % srpr #ft # rnffii 
ft tM'd flfftOT# 5 RTa I *. at fPFSTT! # OTTft; 

( 3) <$? aw srafft $ Era oftft aftf sftnm aw # farrr srr 

15% # ?ft tftTPrer t# srrmr; 

(4) W> anwrft arr PrftPrar, m v#>r aft *mr fanr% 
#tr ot qrorrft ar wr wftrPm wcPtr m (fftft 
a#f awra ‘w> waftr’ a^fr mrr$) q# faar- 
fwar §ft a*a ft flk ft# fftfftfe# Af^rr #rr aft 
a#arff traa #*rr (rtottii) PrPm 1950 ftr ## 
#r w; traftr aft wu ft#«fr; 

( s) Pm aw wr arfftPm all trrmr 45 <tft rjwnr ( i) % 
artf# fajpfi f#rr wr aft$ Prtwqr or Pm qrr w 
Prf# aTfsnpr aftf m qw#:-~ 

(i) trm 44 aft ^awrn ( 1) * wafk w; arafw aEam 
tl at fWf ftrrafr qf|- ftfirrfetf aff mrftrr ara^- £ 

attwtf; w 

(ii) a^ arffffYfim ar# % snfPaaW Prr amitt ttr tlar 
(rmrnar) faPm isso aw a«rmtfw apy^ < *fh 
wfti-#ar wr sraftr % Era aaf arT«rqratf; ar 

(iii) aa arPH-faf^a w % aaHRTa Prr arwrtl Praia ^ 

IKT fari arr ^a rrrratf aft, fw% a fd ar >4rra» a w 
wfaf-wr ^ wefta wj-fraiT-^tt, im^rafhrwi 
aa Jr ait arr ^arara aar jaT ^ aT a^f; aa 

(iv) an wfaftfirarT ant % aattmf fV w wafa^thnr 
sra w; aria<ail % rrRR t trfMwr % ^aaiar 
afar t, ftt Pra^t TWat t it ft# aa naam ftaT 
aaraTaraff; 

ftaaftfara aat ant t f#t nro ntar.- — 

(t) sreia ar <r*aaffa Pratara; t wtarT anar ft an at 

awaaft ^ fat aantar fatrwa ai aw aa vu r 
armaaraafrart; ar 

(ia) Pt aara ar flsaafna faatw % arfWmfta tr# 
tana aaatra ar tna aftaa t ft# # 
afta aaa an at?! anar ak aat aat# t wtwr 
Trat ft an ®aRnat t faalra aa^O t aara t 


aafta ft# t<ar alaar afk aar arnTta at fat.&rap 
ar a-a aaaTfr t aasr an|a srk rjatr at sir 
ana f ar a# t# awnfi a ftt a aiasaa.’ aatra 
I; ar 

(a) mjra aT srsaaffra faakrar at, nat wfaaaf ar taar 
t', ar fft ft# ?aftr tt aft at amnant, ram 
arratra ar sir afrar t am ^td, ar f?t fa# safe 
tr f#r% art t w: fanrsrar aT w-a aaarfr t ant an 
#?ara ant aa af# anr armr | far an araart 
afrsrrannT; aT 

(a) at arorrt rmaa, aaa#a aT ata af#a t a^ at 
ft# nftRT, tana# ar anr ararta at aanr taR anar ar 
ant 34 w ^ ,j i tar i 


aia aawrt aa ara at aafa 

a o 


1. aa aaftataTtwra anfarwr, 1-10-74 t 30-9-78 aar 
taja 

2. aaffa tar #ara, PrraR tar, 1-10-1974 t 30-9-78 aar 
tftrjr 

3. ar^ aafra tar arara, faran: tar , i- 3 -i 972 t 30-9-1 978 at 

faaaaiai 


4 rra ttfta tar ataia, awaan t 
#na atraaiT-w #arr asr 

5 . rra aaffa tar twin, faarnn tar, 
atmrjT-2 

6 . anj aaffa tar traia, f#an tar, 
nyaS 1 

7 . a^aaftatartma, at aftuanar 
tar, ffta 


1-1-1978 t 30-9-1978 

aar 

1-3-1964 t 30-9-1078 

1-7-1962 t 30-9-1978 
W'Ti 

1-4-1965 t 309-1978 
aa; 


maarraar jrm 

W amt t ^rfkft a«rra t t# anaaaar n't a# | 
aafft wt t fnra artar 14 til aw jwt i aarft, an aar f t n 
ftaT *4101 ^ ft anrarra t faalta anfar# r^ t am ?f 1 an 
# aaifta ftar unar $ ft 'jalt# aara t tt t fa# 
t fipr at wft^a ama a^f atar 1 

[a® ano 38014 / 34/70 rnr» ario] 

New Delhi, the 14th July, 1978 

S.O. 2198.— In exercise of the powers conferred by section 88 
of the Employees’ State Insurance Act, 1948 (34 of 1948), 
the Central Government after consultation with the Em- 
ployees’ State Insurance Corporation, hereby exempts the 
regular employees of the factories specified in he Schedule 
annexed hereto, belonging to the Government of India in the 
Ministry of Industry, from the operation of the said Act for 
the period specified in the corresponding entries in column 3 
of the aforesaid Schedule. 

2. The above exemption is subject to the following con- 
dit'en namely •. — 

(1) The factories mentioned in the aforesaid schedule 
wherein the employees are employed shall main- 
tain a register showing the names and designations 
pf the exempted employees; 



[*mrll — j jt , i 3 ( ii ) 


VTT74 4T TTSPRU^fftf 29, 1978/srm 7, 1900 


2115 


(2) Notwithstanding this exemption, the employees shall 

continue to receive such benefits under the said 
Act to which they might have become entitled to 
on the basis of the contributions paid 

prior to the date from which exemption granted 
by this notification operates ; 

(3) The contributions for the exempted period, if already 
paid, shall not be refunded; 

1,41 The employer of the said factory shall submit in 
report of the period during which that factory was 
subject to the operation of the said Act (hereinafter 
referred to as the said period), such returns in such 
form and containing such particulars as were due 
from it in respect of the said period under the Km 
ployecs’ State Insurance (General) Regulations 1950; 

(5) Any Inspector appointed by the Corporation under 
sub-scclion (1) of section 45 of the said Act. or 
other Official of the Corporation authorised in 
this behalf shall, for the purposes of— 

(i) verifying the particulars contained in any return 
submitted under sub-section (1) of section 44 for 
the said period; or 

(ii) ascertaining whether registers and records were 
maintained as required by the Employees' State 
Insurance (General) Regulations, 1950 for the 
sud period; or 

(iii) ascertaining whether the employees continue to be 

entitled to benefits provided by the employer in 
cash and kind being benefits in consideration of 
which exemption is being granted under thi» 
notflication; or 

(iv) ascertaining whether any of the provisions of the 
Act has been complied with during the period when 
such provisions were in force in relation to the 
said factory; 


I 


2 


3 


4. Machine Shop-cum-Tool Room 
attached to Small Industries 
Service Institute, Calcutta. 

5. Small Industries Service Institute, 
Extension Centre, Coimbatore. 

6. Small Industries Service Institute, 
Extension Centre, Madurai. 

7. Small Industries Service Institute, 
Leather Finishing Centre, Erode. 


1-1-1978 to 30-9-1978 

1-3-1964 to 30-9-1978 
1-7-1962 to 30-9-1978 
1-4-1965 to 30-9-1978 


EXPLANATORY MEMORANDUM 

It has become necessary to give retrospective effect to the 
exemptions in this case, as the request for exemption was received 
late. However, it is certified that the regular employees of the 
factories are eligible for exemption. It is also certified that the 
grant of exemptions with retrospective effect will not affect the 
interest of anybody adversely. 

[No. S-38014/34/76-HI] 

fttowTo 2199 . — wrftffnft Tmr ftrirr xrftrffttpr, 1948 (194s 
tt 34) 4 ft rnr i 4 ft 3 'rartr ( 3) sut sriff wfftift) 4 t ttftftr 
vrft tor ffnartr 30 ^rrf, 1978 4ft httW 

ft 47 ft fftri inrfr ft, fftrrftt ^4 TTfirfftitr % iTEffra 4 (tnrr 
44 ftk 45 ft fftiffr ft) q-gft nf) 4ft ffr 444ft $) ftk 
mrro 5 xftL 6 [tmr 70 4 ft arranr (1) ftk sett 77, 78 
79 trtl SI ^ frpTOT ft) Ifft tf) ffa[ff 4 ft ffT 134ft ft) % 
irutOT xnnr $ fmrffffftff tftsr ft mfff ffft, eriftr: — 


be empowered to — 

(a) require the principal or immediate employer to 
furnish to him such information as he may consi- 
der necessary; or 

(b) enter any factory, establishment, office or other 
premises occupied by such principal or imme- 
diate employer at any reasonable time and re- 
quire any person found incharge thereof to pro- 
duce to such Inspector or other official and allow 
him to examine such accounts, books and other 
documents relating to the employment of persons 
and payment of wages or to furnish to him such 
information as he may consider necessary; or 

(c) examine the principal or immediate employer his 
agent or servant, or any person found in such 
factory, establishment, office or other premises, or 
an person whom the said Inspector or other offi- 
cial has reasonable cause to believe to have been 
an employee; 

(d) make copies of or take extracts from, any register 
account book or other document maintained in 
such factory, establishment, office or other pre- 


mlses. 


SCHEDULE 


SI. Name of the factory 

No. 

Period of exemption 

1 2 

3 

1 . Small Industries Service Institute 
Workshop Jaipur. 

2. Small Industries Service Institute, 
Extension Centre, Jodhpur. 

3. Small Industries Service Institute, 
Extension Centre, Vijayawada. 

1-10-1974 to 30-9-1978 

1-10-1976 to 30-9-1978 

1-3-1972 to 30-9-1978 


"fftffT ft TTq4jR ffTArrfw 4ft ftm % wrofa 

trft) tfar” 1 

[ft° 3i013/l2/7 o Rfifo] 

S.O. 2199, — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
section (3) of section 1 of the Employees’ State Insurance Act. 
1948 (34 of 1948), the Central Government hereby appoints 
Ihe 30lh July, 1978, as the date on which the provisions of 
Chapter IV (except sections 44 and 45 which have already 
been brought into force) and Chapters V and VI [except sub- 
section (1) of section 76 and Sections 77, 78, 79 and 81 
which have already been brought Into foreel of the said 
Act shall come into force in the following areas in the 
State of Karnataka, namely : — 

"All areas within the City Municipal Limits of Raichur, 
in Raichur District.” 

[No. S-388013/12/76-HIj 
irr°wt° 2200 - — fttfrir ip.tt t, 4rtfffp) Tmr ftbrn- wfafftfftr, 

1948 ( 1948 4 T 34 ) 4 ft tmr 87 SETT Spiff vrfftrftt *T UftET 
417ft gp, <fmmt tdi ftriff fftnr ft Trprft 47ft ft <pwk[ 47^- 
ftftvR Mftctr, urmrx ft)*, ftfirr ft), 347 erfftfftffR' ft jpnftr 

ft, 27 TOTT4, 1977 ft 30 sjff, 197 s 447 fsRrft ffnfVig- ft) 

4 ft fflfft ft fffTV yz ftfr | I 

2. 'Jlfa’T 'SZ 4ft 'ffft fftpftftfiSff |, XElfa: — 

(l) 34ff TOW 41 fftftriR, ftff tufa 4ft fftffft 

iIthot 4 ffriiTft 47 ^'wftrffttTRiriftirR' <rr (fftft 
Tffft Tffft Tripr ‘1341 ffifft’ 4irr mn |), ft ft) 
fiipNii, ftft sr*ff ft ftft) fftfftrfeft) n%r ftm 
ft) Sftftffrt) TIER ftriff (ffTOTTff) fftfftipT, 1950 ft 
wtfpr '13ft 1341 ewftr 4 ft to ftft) ft) i 


404GI./78 — 10 
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(2) Ppm ara gw TrftjftfRR qft anr 45 qft arErKT (i) 

% wtffa faRW fcRT RRT *1$ fttfiffR?, «JT ftffR 5R 
W ftrftrr JuFa^rr p?r RRTrrff, — 

(i) jmj 44 qfi gRbrcr (l) % wflff, to tr#J 
qft rtrtt sfl Rf f*rcft fimaf) ^ Orfirfeiff <U 

TffRTftR Trft % RRftRTR ; RT 

(ii) r^ nrfirPriW ir% srffftrffEf ft? Tiftrrfr ttrr 
sfftrr (Rttrm) faffm, tsso iro RRTrftftrw 
Tftrrsr 5flT Trftftro xtrItt % ftrff y# rt( 

^ rt ffff '; rt 

(iii) R^xrftrffffaRT 

sttt fan rt( rr tfRqrf r?t, ftp#- jrfawjwr 

*TT RfRpRT % WTU tff 3TT X$ £ ffiER 
*0t RTg’Rff if RT% <PT 5PK RffT JWT I RT 
; RT 

(iv) Jflj xTftrfffftRTr qpTi snfmpf ft? RR srrftr 

% A TT <i , RR RRR in^ u M -M ?f XTftrfffRTT 

^ swr r^r *r, cfr Irp^T RRtRfr r?t r^ttrr 

ftlRT RRT RT RT I 

fRiRErPuR wt tr^T ftpf rwt ?>rr, — 

(TT) 5T9TR RT R£RRf|R fHRl'JIR/ ft trim RTTRT ft? R$ ?J% 

Rrfl RPTOtl ^ M rrtIrr fRftspfr rt xpr qRwrff 
rttopr rr«rt I ; RT 

(w) ^ R8TR RT irsRR%r ftrffftpp XTftriJWtftff ftrfft 
RTCRTET fRTTR, RTPTftrR RT XpR qfffirT if fell rfT rHr 
RRR'-RRR RT ST^fT fTRT tfk 3R% RRrO SRftsT ft 
*ftWT R7TRT ft? R£ srfWRT % fRR>TR *fft RRjfl % 
RRTR <1 R’RrFRR ^TT) ?RH Rf^Rf Xtk XPR R?RtH 
MfoTR? RT »RR 'TROTfl % RRW 5TTgR RT^ 

RR* ROwr RT^ rj ^ ^f)- RfHRTlfr £ ftpl R 
RIRREP RRfT^ ^ ; RT 

(R) 5TRTR RT W«TRf%R fRR>RRI ^ RR% RfRR^ff RT ^ 
R>t RT fRRfl “RpfR R?T ifl ^T RRWI^, ?RTRR, 

RiTR^R RT RPR RfolXf if RTRT Rpr, RT fwl 

®RfRR sft fRR% RT7: if 3RR fRffSTR RT TPR RRaTCf 

^ RTR R^ fRDRTR RTTTf RR RfRRRRR RRTR | ft? 

RRTRTff RtftTT RPRT ; if|T 

(R) RiTPRlif, ?RTRR, RRRftpT RT SpR RftRX *f TtS' RTT 
ftirff Tftiti*., ftRH-Rff RT TPR RPTT^R R?T RR75T #RTR 
RTPTT RT T iT ?4 <,J I ^TRT I 

•RtRRTww »TTR*( 

RR RTRir if ^Rftrrft RRTR if Srfl ^[ R vrr, 1 Rf jf 
XRfft? TJf R>f RRtf % ftrtl R^TfR^RR? RRRTff TTJR ^fRT f^RR 
*ift ftrorfftr ir rtpt «ft i ^RifR, Rg RRTftitT r+Ri rttrt 
I ft? RRWPTT «fR RW I I Rg *ff SmTftlR ft?RT <5IT3T | ft? 

'j’rfWf swiR ir % ft?rff % %? rt Rftr^ rrtr Rgf 
r#rt i 

[Ro 'fRo 38014/] 9/78-TJRoRTfo] 


2200. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sectio 
87 of the Employees’ State Insurance Act, 1948 (34 c 


1948), the Central Government, after consultation with the 
Employees’ State Insurance Corporation, hereby exempts the 
Instrumentation Limited, Jhalwar Road, Kota, from the opera- 
tion of the said Act with effect from the 27th August, 1977 
upto and inclusive of the 30th June, 1978, 

2. The above exemption is subject to the following con- 
ditions namely : — 

(1) The employer of the said factory shall submit in res- 
pect of the period during which that factory was sub- 
ject to the operation of the said Act (hereinafter refe- 
red to as the said period), such returns in such form 
and containing such particulars as were due from 
it in respect of the said period under the Em- 
ployees’ State Insurance (General) Regulations, 
1950, 

(2) Any Inspector appointed by the Corporation under 
sub-section (1) of section 45 of the said Act, or 
other Official of the Corporation authorised in this 
bohal: shall, for the purposes of — 

(i) verifying the particulars contained in any return 
submitted under sub-section ( 1 ) of section 44 
for the said period; or 

tii) ascertaining whether registers and records were 
maintained as required by the Employees' State 
Insurance (General) Regulations, 1950 for the 
said period; or 

(iii) ascertaining whether the employees continue to be 
entitled to benefits provided by the employer in 
cash and kind being benefits in consideration or 
which exemption is being granted under this noti- 
fication; or 

(iv) ascertaining whether any of the provisions of the 
Act had been complied with dnrinj? the period 
when such provisions were in force in relation to 
the said factory. 

be empowered to— 

(a) require the principal or immediate employer to 
furnish to him such information as he may consi- 
der necessary; or 

(b) enter any factory, establishment, office or othei 
premises occupied by such principal or immediate 
employer at any reasonable time and require any 
person found incharge thereof to produce to such 
Inspector or other official and allow him to exa- 
mine such accounts, books and other documents 
relating to the employment of persons and pay- 
ment of wages or to furnish to him such infor- 
mation as he may consider necessary; or 

(c) examine the principal or immediate employer, his 
agent or servant or any person found in such 
factory, establishment, office or other premises, or 
any person when the said Inspector or other offi- 
cial has reasonable cause to believe to have been 
an employee ; or 

(d) mnke copies of or take extracts from, any regis- 
ter, account book or other document maintained 
in such factory, establishment, office or other 
premises. 

EXPLANATORY MEMORANDUM 

It has became necessary to give retrospective effect 
to the exemption in this caso, as the recommendation 
of the Employees’ State Insurance Corporation for grant of 
exemption was received late. However, it is certified that 
the factory is eligible for exemption. It is also certified that 
the grant of exemption with retrospective effect will not affect 
the interest of anybody adversely. 


fNo. S-38014/19/78/HJ] 
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3(ii)] 

fif fge# 1 7 1978 

WloSTTo 2201- — %qt# TOT1, WTTRt U7U iftR wftjlWT, 
1.948 ( 1948 tflT 34) # STTRT 87 JTRT TTff 3f<fRff *pr RffiT 
^ *flR rrt wror % m rtprt # srfErgw tro 730 
wro 74i, ?rrfrer 27 ort#, 1979 % srjRr if, r#tr) ttju 
* ffo7 foRr Sr orttot tr% % 07R<f, %j?erpf qTfrorfbRr < vi FhS.^ 
(tTOHR IsFS), Wipes 7?) 1 1978 # 30 faRRC, 1978 

frcr, fort# tr#)*J # ^rfS-ofim # trtr q-jrfsj %■ ftrrr 373 
*rfs#m % spirt Sr ^nr fcfr | i 

2 . ’JTfTR 7J3 Jfff tr? fS'JTTfSrfSra' ^ WT^ : — 

( 1 ) 3TW VKw# TT fRT#7r, 371 STR# qff SWR ftp# 
^TR 371 TORTS# OX 3711 TrflrfRPT RRTPT R (ft# ^ 7 # 

oiRTif '373 7T3tFet' tt^t w $), 3# firaxfi p i f, tiff sttr 
if tAr <#) ftrftrfWt n%n #rr orr oxf^rtf ttr ^f-rrr (htotrot) 
firPm, 1950 % wd# 3 ^ WT f w ^fy ^ . 

(2) Fi'W ini 373 srftrfRnr off (mr 45 7# 3 wrt (i) 
F wefr?r fwR fwr irt Tiff fafrttnT, nr fw w fvrPixT 
nrfKrjier 7#$ wq oRsrrff — 

( i ) mrr : 4 off zmm ( 1 ) % *#H 333 «## off ?m 
# if fr# fnTxrff off fnftifeiff off nunfotr tr# 
sftffflRrtf; m 

(ii) 7 ? w#f3f#T3 r# % nnmuf for onfmfr rm «f#r 
(nraKn) fnPm, 1950 acrci mor nSfwr rftrrex 

x ufaSra on, non smfa % ftp? x& Rr # r n^f ; 

r 

(iii) nf sirnfnftnn tr# % rtWtW f% onfnrff ftra#* 
ffnr faro; 71 T 33 onnof off, ftp# nfnoroiww ^ 
wfsi^onr # n<ffo yz ti on x^f $, noro if tfU 775 - 
xn Sr off on prom or |rt | ot n^f ;ot 

(iv) oifnfnfiRoorRr % jRfoRpffo? 3 n nofn % iflxR, 
no non onwro % orr if wfufoon % -joret rjtt 
S f, ifS: fon?7 300 R! on n^own fonn rh 01 r 
n«ff ; 

fomforfoR ontf onof % fro nom ffm .- — 

(or) oor 01 n*oo%T foofoor Sr oa«n orr for 0 ? n% 
not nRorrxf ^ fnir noRton forforor r wr ootna 
tnopior 7Rnen | ; r 

(>o) ^Sr 5RR r oRiof^n frofoor % orfRofnnffn ftnff 
orixwS, oRon, onofno r ort oforc Sf fonfr off 
nfon to or sroor orot ofl r 3n% nona Sr n^ 
orSon orr for 0 ^ wrfoRff % fonfoR oflx nn^a % 
noR if nnfiRf ^Sf ^ot, nf^rt oflR wr rrrjt, 
^Sr fnaunr r 01 R onura % trot sngn o^t oflo 
nooff orTur or% r if^t oiRona % fnS" O' 
onowor hr# | ; r 

(o) nnR r orRR%r fRfinor on, 37 # trfoioRf ni Sfoor 
off, R ^Sf fonff Rfon off off 7Sr otir^'tS', tror, 
orrafow R RR qfRTIR if RR Rif, R foRlf Rf# 
off fom% Rt if not? Prfforor ht ort oTOifr %■ Rn 


Of ft-Rin or# on nfonnni onRn | for of p^hnir 
t, OtrOTl OROf; R 

(n) OnRlRI#, 7RR1, OnnfiRT r ori’ OfROR if Rt RT 

fonfr Rfn73R, nwff nr nn Rnrnn ofr 0^^ ^3^ 
orr nr 37 # o'^hrit imr 1 

WTHStfOTV iTTT^f 

Tn nm# if wn off ^nfoofr rro $r orrmwor r(f rtt 
onffor br % if^a nnR uTom or onnorfr 0 : 7 ^ *f rmn nnn 
nnifo, n? hrPott Frrtt orar | for oriRg-mr % fircf nrar 
f 1 n? off HRfoRi form rtot | f# ^oftrsif nnm Sr off 
mjRr fonff off sqfon ^r %r or orfir^or nnon mff orrSnfr 1 

1 ^30 380 14 / 3 s/77-ifno nrfo]' 
Htt 0 ^fn 0 Trprrnrnn, no 1 nlRo 

New Delhi, the 17th July, 1978 

S.O, 2201 . — In exercise of the powers conferred' by section 
87 of the Employees State Insurance Act, 1949 (34 of 1948) 
and in continuation of the notification of the Government 
of India in the Ministry of Labour No. S. O. 741 dated the 
27ih Feb. 1978 the Central Government after consultation 
with Employees Insurance Corporation hereby exempts Hin- 
dustan Aeronautics Limited (Lucknow Division), Lucknow 
from the operation of the said Act for a further period from 
the 1st May, 1978 upto and inclusive of the 30th Septem- 
ber, 1978. 

2. The above exemption is subject to the following con- 
ditions, namely : — 

(1) The employed of the said factory shall submit in 
respect of the period during which that factory was subject 
to the operation of the said Act (Hereinafter referred' to as the 
said period), such returns in such form and containing such 
particulars as were due from it in respect of the said 
period under (he Employees State Insurance (General) Regu- 
lations of 1950; 

(2) Any Inspector appointed by the corporation under 
sub-section (1) of section 45 of the said Act, or other Official 
of (he corporation aulhorised in this behalf shall, for the 
purpose of — 

(i) verifying the particulars contained in any return sub- 
mitted under sub-section (1) of section 44 for the 
said period; or. 

(ii) ascertaining whether registers and records were main- 
tained as required by the Employees State Insur- 
ance (General) Regulations, 1950 for the said period; 
or 

(iii) ascertaining whether the employees continue to be 

entitled to benefits provided by the employer id 
cash and kind being benefits in consideration of 
which exemption is being granted under this notifi- 
cation; or 

(iv) ascertaining whether any of the provisions of the 
Act has been complied 1 with during the period when 
such provisions were in force in relation to the 
said factory; 

be empowered to — 

(a) require the principal or immediate employer to fur- 
nish to him such information as he may consider 
necessary; or 

(b) enter any factory, establishment, office or other pre- 
mises occupied by such principal or immediate emp- 
loyer at any reasonable time and require any person 
found incharge thereof to produce to such Inspector 
or other official and allow him to examine such 
accounts, books and other documents relating to the 
employment of persons and' payment of wages or 
to furnish to him such information as he may con- 
sider necessary; or 
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(c) examine the principal or immediate employer, his 
agent or servant, or any person found in such fac- 
tory, establishment, office or other premises, or any 
person whom the said Inspector or other official has 
reasonable cause to be befieve to have been an emp- 
loyee; or 

(d) make copies or take extracts from, any register 
account book or other document maintained in sucli 
factory, establishment, office or other premises. 

EXPLANATORY MEMORANDUM 

It has become necessary to give retrospective effect to the 
exemption in this case, as the processing of the application 
for exemption took time. However, it is certified that the 
factory is eligible for exemption. It is also certified that the 
grant of exemption with retrospective effect will not affect 
the interest of any body adversely. 

[No, S-38014/35/77-HI] 

S. S. SAHASRANAMAN, Dy. Secy. 


D, III(A)(i) dated the 19th October, 1977 for the adjudi- 
cation of the following industrial dispute. 

“Whether the demand of the workmen employed by the 
Central Coal Washeries Organisation, Hindustan 
Steel Limited, Saraidhella, Dhanbad for payment of 
bonus at the rate of 20 per cent for the accounting 
year 1976-77 is justified ? If not, to what relief, if 
any, are the said workmen entitled 7” 

2. The parties have filed a settlement. The award is given 
in terms of the settlement which shall form part of the award. 
The reference is answered accordingly, 

BEFORE THE PRESIDING OFFICER, CENTRAL GOV- 
ERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL NO. 1 DHANBAD 

EMPLOYERS IN RELATION TO THE MANAGEMENi 
OF CENTRAL COAL WASHERIES ORGANISATION, 
H.S.L. SARAI DHELIA, DHANBAD 

AND 

Their Workmen, 


^tfWr, ta^trrS, 1978 

jtro xtro 2 202. — xrWrfhT t'Hpitj: (wtf! \ 
xrrfctr) wfafwr, 1 940(1940 wrr wfafffiiF 20) tfr tmr 2 
* '(t) % #, ffiJTTT SHTmii (%^fpr), trims 4?) 

tor nr srsrnpT % fbherwrahr sfafrMR srftnspfi 
trr fa-grr ttwt *f Ppwt trrc % Tjtkt if "R ntfr* 

xr-rrmrTr srftrTrff tariff spr^f TtTt % T7?fr $ 1 

[rfutri tftf- 1201 3/2/7 8-^y- 1 (T)] 

trq-o siTTTtT'JR, trftmfr 

New Delhi, the 18th July, 1978 

S.O. 2202. — In pursuance of clause (c) of section 2 Of the 
Industrial Employment (Standing Orders) Act, 1946 (Act 20 of 
1946), the Central Government hereby appoints the Assis- 
tant Labour Commissioner (Central), Dhanbad, also to per- 
form all the functions of a Certifying Officer under the said 
Act, in relation to industrial establishments under the control 
of the Central Government or a Railway administration or in 
a mine in the State of Bihar. 

[No. 12013/2 /78/DI(A)j 
L. K. NARAYANAN, Desk Office 

New Delhi, the 15th July, 1978 

' S.O. 2203.— Ill pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Central Govern- 
ment Industrial Tribunal No. 1, Dhanbad, in the industrial 
dispute between the employers in relation to the management 
of Central Coal Washeries Organisation Hindustan Steel 
Limited, Saraidhella, Dhanbad and their workmen, which was 
received by the Central Government on the 11th July, 1978. 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 

TRIBUNAL NO. 1, DHANBAD 

In the matter of a reference under Section 10(1 ) (d) of 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. 

Reference No. 86 of 1977 

Parties : Employers in relation to the management of 
Central Coal Washeries Organisation, Hindustan. Steel 
Limited, Saraidhella, Dhanbad. 

AND 

Their Workman, 

APPEARANCE : 

For the Employers : Shri S. S. Mukherjee, Advocate. 

For the Workmen : None. 

State ; Bihar, Industry : Coal. 

Dhanbad, dated, the 5th My, 1978 
AWARD 

This is a reference made by the Government of India in 
the Ministry of Labour vide it’s Order. No. L- 20012/233 /77- 


Thc parties abovenamed have come to an amicable settle- 
ment regarding the matter in dispute amongst others referred 
to this Hon’ble Tribunal for adjudication. 

That the parties to the dispute, in order to resolve the 
diilerences/disputes held several meetings at higher level of 
the management/company and Central Leaders of the Trade 
Unions to which they are affiliated. An agreement was reached 
on 30th December, 1977, which is enclosed to this application, 
maked Annexure ‘A’. 

That in terms of the above settlement this compromise 
petition is being filed. 

That there exists no other dispute in this regard which needs 
further adjudication by this Hon’ble Tribunal. 

That the parties will bear their own respective costs of the 
present proceedings. 

It is therefore humbly prayed that the enclosed Memoran- 
dum of settlement dated 30-12-77 may kindly be accepted 
and an award for this terms thereof. 


And for this your petitioners shall pray, 

For and on behalf For and on behalf 

of the Workmen of the Employer. 

Sd/- Illegible P. R. SINHMA, General Manger 

1. C.C.W.O. Co-ordination Central Coal Washeries Orgn. 

Committee of Employees Saraidhella (Dhanbad). 

& Workers/Dhanbad, 

Sd/- Illegible 

2. K.I.M.P. Union/Dugda 

(JagUish Prasad) 

3. Bihar Colliery Kamgar 
Union(ClTU) /Dugda. 

4. Coal Washery Shramik Sangh /Dugda, 

Sd/- Illegible 

5. H.S.L.C.W. Employees Union/Bhojudih 

Sd/- Illegible 

6. K.I.M.P. /Patherdih 

Sd/- Illegible 

7. HSL/CCWO(PB) /Employees Union|CaIcutta. 

Sd /- Illegible 

8. Bonus Negotiating Committee 
Saraidhella, Dhanbad. 


beedre me presiding OFFICER, CENTRAL GOV- 
ERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL NO 1 DHANBAD 
£ MPLOYERS IN RELATION TO THE MANAGEMENT 
OF CENTRAL COAL WASHERIES ORGANISATION 
H.S.L. SARAIDHELLA, DHANBAD ’ 

AND 

Their Workmen, 

The parties abovenamed have come to an amicable settle- 
ment regarding the matter m dispute amongst others referred 
to this Hon ble Tribunal for adjudication. 



2119 


[umll— 3(ii)] 


'*TTOT T\ TTim: 29, 1978 /<fm 7, 19 00 


That the parties to the dispute, in order to resolve the diffe- 
rence /disputes heM several meetings at higher level of the 
management /company and Central Leaders of the Trade 
Unions to which they arc affiliated. An agreement was reached 
on 30lh December, 1977, which is enclosed to this application. 


Contracts and Legal Matters') 
H.S.L. 

6. P, N. Soni, 

Addl. Chief Finance Manager. 
C.C.W.O, 


That in terms of the above settlement this compromise peti- Representing Workmen ; 
lion is being filed. SlSni'i 


That there exists no other dispute in this regard which needs 
further adjudication by this Hon'ble Tribunal. 

That the parties will bear their own respective costs of the 
present proceedings, 


1* is therefore, humbly prayed that the enclosed Memo- 
randum of settlement dated 30-12-77 may kindly be accepted 
and an award passed in terms thereof. 


And for this your petitioners shall pray 


For and on behalf of 
the Workmen : 


For and on behalf of 
the employer : 


(R. N. Mishra) (P. R- S1NHA) 

General Secretary General Manager 

Hindustan Steel Coal Central Coal Washeries Orgn. 

Washierics Workers Union. Saraidhella (Dhanbad) 

Bhojudih. 

(L. B. Sahay) 

General Secretary, 

Coal Washeries Workers Union. 

Saraidhella/Dhanbad. 

(Kedar Singh) 

Asstt. Secretary, 

Coal Washeries Workers Union, 

Dugda. 

(R. B. Singh) 

Vice President 


Coal Washeries Workers Union 
Patherdih. 


1. B. Dubcy, President, Coal Washeries 

Workers Union, at Dugda, Patherdih 
and Seraidhella. 

2. H. N, Singh, Vice-President, 

K.I.M.P. Union, Dugda and Patherdih 

3. Dr. M. K. Pandc, Bihar Colliery 
Karngar Union, Dugda, 

H.S.L., C.C.W.O, (PB) Employees Union 
Calcutta. 

Bonus Negotiating Committee, 

Seraidhella. 

4. Fatik Ghosh, President, H.S.L. 

Coal Washeries Employees Union. 

5. R. N. Mishra, General Secretary, 

Hindustan Steel Coal Washeries 
Workers Union, Bhojudih. 

Short Recital of the case : 

E Whereas representatives of the workmen vide their 
notices dated 3rd October, 1977 14th October 1977 and the 
16th October 1977 raised an Industrial dispute on the isstue of 
bonus payable to ihe employees of Centra] Coal Washeries 
Organisation for the accounting year 1976-77. 

2, Whereas conciliation proceedings were held by the Re- 
gional Labour Commissioner. Dhanbad on the 17th October 
1977. 

3. Whereas the workmen resorted to strike with effect from 
the 18 th October, 1977 in Dugda and Bhojudih Coal Washc- 
ries Central Office at Seraidhella and Purchase Office at 
Calcutta. 


ANNEXURE 'A’ 

MEMORANDUM OF SETTLEMENT ARRIVED AT BET- 
WEEN THE MANAGEMENT OF HINDUSTHAN STEEL 
LIMITED IN RESPECT OF CENTRAL COAL WASHERIES 
AT DUGDA, PATHERDIH AND BHOJDIH. CENTRAL 
OFFICE, SERAIDHELLA, PURCHASE OFFICE AT CAL- 
CUTTA AND CENTRAL COAL SUPPLY ORGANISA- 
TION AT SERAIDHELLA AND REPRESENTATIVES OF 
THEIR WORKMEN UNDER SECTION-18(I) OF THE 
INDUSTRIAL DISPUTES ACT, 1947, TN THE MATTER 
OF PAYMENT OF BONUS, PAYABLE TO THEIR EM- 
PLOYEES FOR THE ACCOUNTING YEAR 
1976-77. 


PRESENT : 

Representing Management. 
S/Shri 

1. R. P. Billirnoria, 
Chairman/SAIL. 

2. B. L. Wadcra, 
Chairman-cum-Managing 
Director, BCCL, Attorney 

Holder in the matter of 
C.C.W.O. 

3. N. P. Dhusia, 

General Manager (A & IR1 
SAIL. 

4. U. K. Choubey, 

Chief Personnel Manager, 
H.S.L. 

5. J. K. Dutta, 

Chief fLabour Laws, 


4. Whereas the Central Government referred the dispute for 
adjudication to the Central Government Industrial Tribunal 
No. 1, Dhanbad vide order No. L-20012/233/77-D ni(A)(i) 
dated the 19th October, 1977 and prohibited the continuance 
of the strike in the exercise of the powers conferred by Sub- 
Section (3) of Section- 10 of the Industrial Dispute Act, 1947, 
vide order No. L, 20012/233/77-D. III(A)(i) of the said 
date; 

5. Whereas the strike was called off by the representatives 
of the workmen on the 31st October, 1977 in response to the 
appeal made by the Hon’ble’ Minister for Steel & Mines and 
the Chairman/SAIL; 

6, Whereas the matter was further discussed between the 
representatives of the Management and those of the workmen 
on various dates in the months of November and December 
1977; 

7, Whereas finally the matter was discussed between the 
above parties on the 29th and 30th December, 1977 at New 
Delhi. 


TERMS OF SETTLEMENT 

Now in pursuance thereof and the discussions held, parties 
agreed as under : — 

I. That the employees of Central Coal Washeries Organi- 

sation, Hindustan Steel Limited, Seraidhella, Dhwv 
bad and those of Dugda, Patherdih and Bhojudih 
Washeries and Purchase Office, Calcutta and those 
of CCSO, are eligible for bonus at 8.33 per cent of 
wage or salary in accordance with the payment of 
?£?? s _,, Act , ? nd Ordinance for the accounting year 
1976-77 which has already been disbursed to the 
employees. 

II. That the pyment of bonus as mentioned above has 

been made in accordance with the provisions of The 
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Payment of Bonus Act/Ordinance and_ no further WITT NESSES 

amount Is payable to the employees on this account 

for the accounting year referred to above, L Sd/- 


III, However, as the strike was called off on the appeal 
made by Hon’ble Minister for Steel and Mines and 
Chairman, SAIL and having regard to the totality 
of the situation, as a gesture of good will and with 
ti view to maintain good industrial relations, it was 
agreed to allow following ad-hoc payment which 
shall not be treated as a precedent for any matter 
Whatsoever, to the employees of CCWO and CCSO 
as indicated below : — 

PAY SCALE AMOUNT PER EMPLOYEE (Rs) 


PI and P2 275 

P3 and P4 310 

P5 and P6 and Ol 350 

P7 and P8 and 02 to 04 417 


TV. The parties agreed to the need for revision of the 
existing incentive scheme and it was agreed that the 
existing incentive scheme would be revised within a 
period of 6 months. This is, however, without pre- 
judice to the existing local arrangements. 

V. It was further agreed that pending revision of the said 

incentive scheme, an ad-hoc reward scheme will be 
introduced by the management by 15-1-78 for overall 
capacity utilisation over and above 83 per cent, and 
the same shall be deemed to have come Into effect 
from 1-1-78, 

VI. It was further agreed that wages|salary for the strike 
period shall be deducted in 12 monthly Instalments 
commencing from the pay of lanuary, 1978 payable 
in the month of February, 1978. 

VII. The parties agree that Industrial peace and harmo- 
ney will be maintained and every efforts will be 
made to Increase productivity. 

vm. In terms of the settlement mentioned above, in the 
matter of the dispute which is pending in Refe- 
rence No. 86 of 1977 before the Presiding Officer, 
Central Government Industrial Tribunal No. 1 at 
Dhanbad (Bihar) parties herein agree to file this 
settlement as arrived at on Friday, the 30th Decem- 
ber, 1977 at New Delhi, before the aforesaid Presid- 
ing Officer of the said Tribunal jointly praying for an 
award in terms of the settlement above. 

IX. In conclusion It has been agreed that this settlement 
shall come into operation immediately after the par- 
ties to the said dispute shall file their joint petitlonlS 
before the said Tribunal praying that an Award be 
given in terms of this settlement 


Representing Management. 
Sd/- 

(R. P. Billimorja) 

Sd/- 

(B. L. Wadhera) 


Representing Workmen 
Sd/- 

(B. Dubey) 
Sd/- 

(H. N. Singh ) 


1. Pritish Chandra 
General Secretary 
U.T.U.C. (L.S.) 

2. Sd/- 

2. S. L. Passey, 

Assistant Secretary, 
INTUC. 

Sd/* 

3. lagdish Prasad, 

General Secretary, 

Bihar Colliery Kamgar Union, Dugda. 

Sd/- 

4, R. S. Pandey, 

Coal Washeries Workers Union, 
Saraidhella. 

Dated, New Delhi, the 30th December, 1977. 

BEFORE THE PRESIDING OFFICER CENTRAL GOV- 
ERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL NO. 1, DHANBAD 

Employers in relation to the Management of Central 
Coal Washeries Organisation, H.S.L. Saraidhella, 
Dhanbad, 


AND 


Their Workmen. 

The parties abovenamed have conic to an amicable settle- 
ment regarding the matter in dispute amongst others referred 
to this Hon’ble Tribunal for adjudication. 

That the parties to the dispute, in order to resolve the 
differenccs/disputcs held several meetings at higher level of 
the management /company and Central Leaders of the Trade 
Unions to which they are affiliated. An agreement was reached 
on 30th December, 1977, which is enclosed to this applica- 
tion (Annexure-‘A’). 

That in terms of the above settlement (his compromise 
petition is being filed. 

That there exists no other dispute in this regard which 
needs further adjudication by this Hon’ble Tribunal. 

That the parties will bear their own respective costs of the 
present proceedings. 

It is therefore, humbly prayed that the enclosed Memo- 
randum of settlement dated 30-12-77 may kindly be accepted 
and an award passed in terms thereof. 


Sd/- 

(N. P. Dhusla) 
Representing Management 
Sd/- 30-12-77 
(U. K. Choubey) 


sd/- 

(Dr, M. K, P. Pandhe) 
Representing Workmen : 
Sd/- 

(Fatik Ghosh) 


AND FOR THIS YOUR PETITIONER SHALL PRAY 

For and on behalf of the Workmen 

For and on behalf of the Employer 

Sd/- 23-1-78. Sd/- 23-1-78 

(Shree Ram Singh) (P. R- Sinha) 

Secretary GENERAL MANAGER 


Sd/- 30-12-77 
(I. K. Dutta) 

Sd/- 

(P. N. Son!) 


Sd/- 

(R. N. Mlshra) 


COAL WASHERY SHRA- 
MIK SANGH DUGDA 

CENTRAL COAL WASHERIES 
ORGN. HINDUSTAN STEEL 
LIMITED DHANBAD. 




ANNEXURE 'A' 

MEMORANDUM Or SETTLEMENT ARRIVED AT BET- 
WEEN THE MANAGEMENT OF HINDUSTAN STEEL 
LIMITED in respect oe central coal WASHERIES 
AT DUGDA, PATHERDIH AND BHOJUDIH, CENTRAL 
OFFICE, SERAIDHFl.LA, PURCHASE OFFICE AT CAL- 
CUTTA AND CENTRAL COAL SUPPLY ORGANISA- 
TION AT SERAIDHELLA AND REPRESENTATIVES OF 
THEIR WORKMEN UNDER SECTION-180) OF THE 
INDUSTRIAL DISPUTES ACT, 1947, IN THE MATTER 
OF PAYMENT OF BONUS, PAYABLE TO THETR 
EMPLOYEES FOR THE ACCOUNTING YEAR 1976-77. 


appeal made by the Hon'ble Minister for Steel & Mines and 
(he Chairman /SAIL ; 

6. Whereas the matter was further discussed between the 
representatives of the Management and those of the workmen 
on various dates in the months of November and December, 
1977; 

7. Whereas finally the matter was discussed between the 
above parties on the 29th and 30th December, 1977 at New 
Delhi. 

TERMS OF SETTLEMENT 


PRESENT : 


Now in pursuance thereof and the discussions held, parties 
agreed as under : — 


Representing Management. 

S/Shri 

1. R, P. Billimorta, 

Chairman /SAIL. 

2. B. L. Wadhcra, 

Chairmnn-cum-Managing Director, 

BCCL, Attorney Holder in the matter of 
C.C.W.O. 

3. N, P. DHUSIA, 

General Manager (A&IR), 

SAIL. 

4. U. K. Choubey, 

Chief Personnel Manager. 

H.S.L. 

3. J. K. Dutta, 

Chief (Labour Laws, Contracts 
and Legal Matters) H.S.L. 

6. P. N. Soni, 

Atkll. Chief Finance Manager. 

C.C.W.O. 

Representing Wor : men 
S/Shri 

I. B. Dubev, President. 

Coal Washeries Workers Union, at Dugda, 
Patherdih and Seraidhclla. 


I, That the employees of Central Coal Washeries Orga- 

nisation, Hindustan Steel Limited, Seraidhclla, Dhan- 
bad and those of Dugda, Patherdih and Bhojudih 
Washeries and Purchase Officer, Calcutta and those 
of C.CSO, are eligible for bonus at 8.33 per cent of 
wage or salary in accordance with the payment of 
Bonus Act and Ordinance for the accounting year 
1976-77 which ban already been disbursed to the 
employees. 

II, That the payment of bonus as mentioned above has 

been made in accordance with the provisions of the 
Payment of Bonus Act /Ordinance and no further 
amount is payable to the employees on this account 
for the accounting year referred to above. 

III, However, as the strike was called off on the appeal 

made by Hon’ble Minister for Steel and Mines and 
Chairman, SAIL and having regard to the totality 
of the situation, as a gesture of goodwill and with 
a view to maintain good industrial relations, it was 
agreed to allow following ad-hoc payment which 
shall not be treated as a precedent for any matter 
whatsoever, to the employees of CCWO and CCSO 
aa Indicated below ; — 

PAY SCALE AMOUNT PER EMPLOYEESfRs.) 


2. H. N. Singh, Vice-President, 

KIMP Union, Dugda and Patherdih. 

3. Dr, M. K. Pundhe, Bihar Colliery Kamgar Union. 

Dugda. 

HSL, CCWO (PB) Employees Union, 

Calcutta, 

Bonus Negotiating Committee, 

Seraidhella. 

4. Fatik Ghosh President. HSL Coal Washeries Employees 
Union. 

5. R. N. Mi-lira, General Secretary, 

Hindustan Steel Coal Washeries Workers Union. 

Bhojudib- 

SHORT RECITAL OF THE CASE 

1. Wberean r representatives of the workmen vide their notices 
dated 3rd October, 1977, 14th October, 1977 and 16th Octo- 
ber, 1977 raised an Industrial dispute on the issue of bonus 
payable to the employees of Central Coal Washeries Orga- 
nisation for the accounting year 1976-77 ; 

2. Whereas conciliation proceedings were held by the Re- 
gional Labour Commissioner, Dhanbad on the 17th October 
1977. 

3. Whereas the workmen resorted to strike with effect 
from the 18th October, 1977 in Dugda and Bhojudih Coal 
Washeries and Central Office at Seraidhella and Purchase 
Office at Calcutta. 

4. Whereas the Centra! Government referred the dispute 
for adjudication to the Central Government Indus! rial Tri- 
bunal No. 1, Dhanbad vide order No. L-20012/233/77-D 
lII(A)fi) dated the 19th October, 1977 and prohibited the 
continuance of the strike in the exercise of (he powers con- 
ferred by Sub-Section (3) of Section 10 of the Industrial Dis- 
pute Act, 1947, vide order No. L-20012/233-77-D-III(A)(i) of 
the said date ; 

3. Whereas the strike was called off by the representatives 
of the workmen on the 31st October, 1977 in response to the 


PI and P2 

273 

P3 and P4 

310 

PJ and P6 and 01 

350 

P7 and P8 and 02 to 04 

417 


IV. The parties agreed to the need for revision of the 
existing incentive scheme and it was agreed that the 
existing incentive scheme would be revised within 
a period of 6 months. This is, however, without 
prejudice to the existing local arrangements. 

V. It was further agreed that pending revision of the 

said incentive scheme, an ad-hoc reward scheme will 
bo introduced by the management by 15-1-78 for 
overall capacity utilisation over and above 83 per 
cent, and the same shall be deemed to have come 
into effect from 1-1-78. 

VI. It was further agreed that wages/salary for the strike 

period shall be deducted in 12 monthly instalments 
commencing from the pay of January, 1978 payable 
in the month of February, 1978. 

VII. The parties agree that Industrial peace and harmony 

will be maintained and every efforts will be made 
to increase productivity. 

VIII. In terms of the settlement mentioned above, in the 
matter of the dispute which is pending in Refer- 
ence No. 86 of 1977 before the Presiding Officer, 
Central Government Industrial Tribunal No. 1 at 
Dhanbad (Bihar) parlies herein agree to file this 
settlement as arrived at on Friday, the 30th Decem- 
ber, 1977 at New Delhi, before the aforesaid Presid- 
ing Officer of the said Tribunal jointly praying for 
an award in terms of the settlement above, 

IX. In conclusion it has been agreed that this settlement 
shall come into operation immediately after the 
parties to the said dic-ute shall file their joint peti- 
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tion/s before the said Tribunal praying that an STATE; Bihar. INDUSTRY ; Coal. 

Award be given in terms of this settlement, Dhanbad, dated, the 4th July, 1978 


REPRESENTING MANAGEMENT 

REPRESENTING WORK- 
MEN 


Sd/ 

(R. P. Billimoria) 
Sd/ 

(B. L. Wadhera) 
Sd/ 

(N. P. Dhusia) 


Sd/- 30-12-77. 
(U. K. Choubey) 
Sd/- 30-12-77. 
(J. K. Dutta) 

Sd /- 

(P. N. Sonl) 


Sd /- 

(B. Dubey) 
Sd/- 

(H. N. Singh) 
Sd/- 

(Dr. M. K. P. Pandhe) 
Sd/- 

(Fatik Ghosh) 
Sd/- 

fR, N, Mishra) 


WITNESSES 

Sd/- 

1. Pritish Chandra, 

General Secretary, 

U.T.U.C, (I S.). 

Sd/- 

2. S. L. Passey, 

Assistant Secretary, 

INTEJC 

Sd/- 

3. Jagdish Prasad, 

General Secretary, 

Bihar Colliery Kamgar 
Union, Dugda. 

Sd/- 

4 . R. S. Pandey, 

Coal Washeries Workers’ 
Union, Saraidhella. 


Dated, New Delhi, the 30th December, 1977, 


AWARD 

This is a reference made by the Government of India in 
the Ministry of Labour vide its Order No. L-20012/26/77- 
DIIJA, dated the 26th April, 1977 for the decision of the 
following industrial dispute: 

'Whether the demand of the workmen of Pipradih 
Colliery of Central Coalfields Limited, Post Offico 
Gomia, District Giridih for regularising Sarvashri 

(1) Nasiruddin, (2) Liyakat Meah, (3) Radhe Mahato, 
(4) Raitu Munda, (5) Sarjoo Nunia, (6) Sonbhadra 
Bhuniya, (7) Banwari Hazam, and (8) Bandhan 
Chamar, Category I Mazdoors and Tyndals Category 
IV, is justified 7 If so, to what relief are the said 
workmen entitled and from what date 7" 

2, The parties have filed a settlement in terms of which 
are verified. They appear to be reasonable. The award is 
given in terms of the settlement which shall form part of the 
award. 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL (No. 1), DHANBAD 

Reference No. 71/1977 

In the matter of Industrial Dispute. 

BETWEEN 

The Employer In relation to Pipradih Colliery, of Central 
Coalfields limited, P.O. Gomia, District Giridih. 

Vrs. 

Their workmen us represented by the United Coal Wor- 
kers Union, Pipradih Branch. 

The parties to the above reference have arrived at a mutual 
settlement in accordance with the terms stated below in respect 
of the dispute that has been referred to the Hon’ble Tribunal. 

TERMS 

(1) That the employers to maintain cordial Labour Relations 
and the requisite no. of posts having been sanctioned hereby 
agree to absorb all the concerned workmen namely, S/shri 
(f) Nasiruddin (2) liyakat Meah (3) Radhe Muhto (4) Raitu 
Munda (5) Sarjoo Nonla (6) Soubhadra Bhuniya (7) Banwari 
Hazam (8) Bandhan Chamar as Tindals Cat. IV after observing 
the usual formalities with effect from the date of creation of 
the posts namely from 25-5-77. 

(2) That the employers undertake to expedite the process 
and the formal order in this regard will be issued within a 
month at the most. 


S. N. JOHRI, Presiding Officer 
[No, L-20012/233 /77-D.III(A)] 

8.0. 2204.— In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Central Govern- 
ment Industrial Tribunal No. 1, Dhanbad, in the industrial 
dispute between the employers in relation to the management 
of Pipradih Colliery of Central Coalfields Limited, Post 
Office Gomia, District Giridih and their workmen, which 
was received by the Central Government on the 11th July, 
1978. 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL NO. 1, DHANBAD 

In the matter of a reference under Section 10(l)(d) of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. 

Reference No. 71 of 1977 

PARTIES : 

Employers in relation to the management of Pipradih 
Colliery of Central Coalfields Limited. Post Office 
Gomia, District Giridih, 

AND 

Their Workmen. 

APPEARANCES : 

For the Employers — Shri T. P. Choudhury, Advocate. 

For the Workmen — Shri S. N. Jha, Vice President. 


(3) That since the concerned workmen are already in receipt 
of the difference of wages between Tindal Cat. IV and Cat. I 
Mazdoors from 8.6.76 when office order were issued there is 
no question of Payment of any back wages. 

(4) That the existing arrangement shall continue till final 
orders are issued in accordance with item no,2. 

That the above terms being fair and reasonable the parties 
pray that the Hon’ble Tribunal will be pleased to give its award 
in terms of the settlement and the settlement may be made a 
part of the Award. 

For & behalf of 
the employer. 

Sd/- 

1. Sub-Area Manager (S.C.) Sawang. 

Sd/- 

2. Colling Manager. 

For & behalf of Union. 

Sd/- 

1. Shefique Khan. 

$d/- 

2. Sheo Nath Parsad Singh. 

WITNESSES : 

Sd /- 

1. Sr. Personnel Officer. 

Sd/- 

2. Secretary, Pipradih Branch. 

S. N. JOHRI, Presiding Officer 
[No. L-200 1 2 /26/77-D. 111(A)] 
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S.O. 2205. — Iti pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act. 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Central Gov- 
ernment Industrial Tribunal No. 1, Dhanbad, in the industrial 
dispute between the employers in relation to the management 
of Joyrampur CoPiery of Messrs Bharat Coking Coal Limit- 
ed, Post Olliee Khnrt Jeen agora. District Dhanbad and their 
workmen, which wir- icccivcd by the Central Government 
on the 1 1 ih J uly, 1978. 

BEFORE THE. CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL NO. 1 AT DHANBAD 
In the matter of a reference under Section 10(1 )(d) of the 
Industrial Dispues Act, 1947 

Reference No. 76 of 1977 

PARTIES : 

Employers in relation to the management of Joyrampur 
Colliery of Messrs Bharat Coking Coal Limited, 
Post Office Khas Jeemrgora, District Dhanhad. 

AND 

Their Workmen 

APPEARANCES : 

For the Employers — Shri B. Joshi, Advocate and Shri 

T. P. Chotidhury, Advocate. 

For the Workmen— None. 

STATE: Bihar. fNDUSTRV : Coal 

Dhanhad, dated, the 5th July, 1978. 

AWARD 

This is a reference made by the Government in the Minis- 
try of Labour vide it’s Order No. L-20012/225/76-D. 111(A) 
dated the 8th June, 1977 for the decision of the following 
industrial dispute : 

“Whether the action of the management of Joyrampur 
Colliery of Messrs Bharat Coking Coal Limited, 
Post Office Khas Jeenagoru, District Dhanbad in 
dismissing Sarvashri Indradeo Yadav, Darogi Yadav, 
Ram Khelawan Kachhi, Jahiruddin Mian, miners 
and Shri Jawahar Barhi mining sirdar from service 
with effect from 12th March, 1976 i» justified ? 
If not. to what relief arc the said workmen en- 
titled ?” 

2. The parties have filed a settlement. The award is given 
in terms of the settlement which shall form part of the 
award. The reference is answered accordingly. 

Memorandum of settlement between the management of 
Area No. X Bharat Coking Coal Limited & the Union 

U. C.W.U. held on 15-10-1977 at Area Office 

The following were present : 

On behalf of the management : 

- 1. Sri S. V. Krishnamurihy, G.M. 

2. Sri R. V. K. Rao, P.M. 

On behalf of workmen : 

1. Sri S. K, Roy, President, UCWU, 

A dispute arising out of dismissal of S/Sri Dagori Yadav, 
Indradeo Yadav, Zahirrudin Mia & Ram Khelawan Kachhi, 
all mincrs/loaders and Jawahar Barhi, Mining Sirdar, Is 
pending before the Hon’ble Presiding Officer, Central Gov- 
ernment, Industrial Tribunal No. I Dhanbad, being reference 
No. 76 of 1977. In the meanwhile, the union hits represented 
to the management and requested them to rc-consider their 
decision and take the five dismissed workmen in employment. 
The Union has also claimed that the charges levelled against 
ihe workmen’s were not completely proved beyond all reason- 
able doubts. The management expressed its inability to con- 
cede to the demand of the union on the ground that at the 
enquiry the charges levelled against them have been proved. 
Thereupon the Union requested that since the workmen have 
sufferred punishment for a long time their cases should be 
considered at least on humanitarian ground. After taking into 
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account all aspects if is agreed between the management and 
the Union to re-eonridcr the earlier decision on the follow- 
ing terms : — 

1. That S/Sri Darogi Yadav, Indradeo Yadav, Zahirrud- 

din Mia, Ram Khelawan Kachhi Ac Jawahar Barhi 
will be taken in employment with effect from 
17-10-77. 

2. That the management will have no liability for back 

wages for the period between the date of their dis- 
missal and date of their being taken in employment. 
Management have also no liability, whatsoever, for 
the past period. 

3. For the purpose of continuity of their service, how- 

ever, the period shall be treated as leave without 
pay. 

4. That the dispute is finally resolved, 

It is also agreed that a copy of the settlement shall jointly 
be filled before the Hon’blc Presiding Offletr, Tribunal No. 1. 
with a prayer to giv e his award in the light of the settle- 
ment. 

It is further agreed that a copy of the settlement ahall 
jointly be sent to the Central Government, the Chief Labour 
Commissioner (C), New Delhi & Regional Labour Commis- 
sioner (C), Dhanbad & Asott, Labour Commissioner (C), 
Dhanbad, under sub-rule 4 of Rule 58 of the Industrial Dis- 
pute (Central) Rule 1957. 

For management’s side. 

1. S. V. Krishnamurihy, G.M. 

2. R, V. K. Rao, P.M. 

For Workmen's side : 

1. S. K. Roy, President, UCWU. 

WITNESSES : 

1, S. S. Singh, Dy. P.M. 

2. A. Kumar, Manager (Pig. I 

S. N. JOHRI, Presiding Officer 
(No. L-200 12/225 /7 6-D. III(A/1 

S.O. 2266. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of Ihe Central Govern- 
ment Industrial Tribunal No. 1. Dhanbad, in the industrial 
dispute between the employers in relation to the management 
of Laiyo Colliery of Coal Mines Authority Limited, Ranchi 
end their workmen, which was received by the Central Gov- 
ernment on the 11th July, 1978. 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL NO. 1, DHANBAD 
In the matter of a reference under Section 10(l)(d) of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 

Reference No. 31 of 1977 

PARTIES : 

Employers in relation to the management of Laiyo Col- 
liery of Coal Mines Authority Limited, Ranchi, 

AND 

Their Workmen 

APPEARANCES: 

For the Employers — Shri T. P. Chotidhury, Advocate. 

For the Workmen — Shri D. Narsingh, Advocate. 

STATE : Bihar INDUSTRY : Coal. 

Dhanbad, dated, the 3rd July, 1978, 
AWARD 

This is a reference made by the Government of India in 
the Ministry of Labour vide it’s Order No. L-2012/131/73- 
LRII, dated the 30th September, 1974 for the decision of the 
following industrial dispute: 
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“VVhrihev i lie additional Custodian General, Coal Mines 
Authority I intiled. Ranchi. was justified in ordering 
transfer of Shri S. D. Sharma, Overman at Uuyo 
Colliery situated in Hnznribagh District (Bihar) to 
Bench Hast Group of Western Division of Coal 
Mines Authority Limited under his letter dated the 
12th June, 1973 ? If not, to what relief is the work- 
man concerned entitled ?” 

2. The parties) have filed a settlement. The award is given 
in terms of the settlement which shall form part of the 
award. The reference is answered accordingly. 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL NO. I AT DHANBAD 
Reference No. 31/77/23/1974 
Employers in relation lo (he Management of l.aiyo Col- 
liery of M/s. Coal Mines Authority Ltd., Ranchi 
’ AND 

Their Workmen 

The parties beg to state as follows 

That the matter in issue has been settled between the 
parties out of court after a good deal of deliberations at the 
highest level on the following terms : — 

(a) It is agreed lhat the employers shall pay a sum of 

Rs. 15,000 (Rupees fifteen thousand only) within 
one month from this date lo Shri S. D. Snarma on 
whose beh tlf the dispute has been raised, in full 
and final satisfaction of all his claims; 

(b) That there will be no reinstatement of Shri S. D. 

Sharma and the union relinquishes the claim for re- 
instatement of Shri S. D. Sharma. 
fc) That the parlies shall bear their own costs. 

That .Mince this settlement is fair and reasonable, the parties 
pray that ihe Hoit'blc Tribunal will be pleased to give its 
award in terms of Ihe same. 

For &. on behalf of the workmen : 

Sd/- 

Illegible. 

Vice President 

United Coal Workers Union. 

WITNESSES : 

Sd/- 

1. A. P. Sinha, 

Asstt, Chief Personnel Officer. 

Sd/- 

2. D. Narsingh, Advocate, 

For & on behalf of the employers. 

(R. S. MURTHY) 
General Manager (Personnel) 
Central Coalfields Ltd. Ranchi 
(formerly Central Division of Coalmines* Authority Ltd.) 

S. N JOHRI, Presiding Officer 
[No. L-201 2/1 3 1/73-1. Rll] 

S.O. 2207.— fit pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes (he following award of the Central Gov- 
ernment Industrial Tribunal No. 1, Dbanbad, in the industrial 
dispute between the employers in relation to the management 
of West Muddidih Colliery of Messrs Bharat Coking Coal 
Limited, Post Office Sijua, Dhanbad and their workmen, which 
was received by i he Central Government on the 1 5th July. 
1978. 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL. 

TRIBUNAL NO. I, DHANBAD 
In the matter of a reference under Section l()(l)(d) of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 

Reference No- 13 of 1976 

PARTIES ; 

Employers in relation to the West Mudidih Colliery of 
Messrs Bharat Coking Coal Limited, Post Office Siiiut 
(Dhanbad) 

AND 

Their Workmen 

APPEARANCES : 

For the Employers — Shri T. P. Chcudhury, Advocate. 


Fur the Workmen — Shri S. Bose, Secretary, Rashit iya 
Colliery Mazdoot Satigh. 

STATE : Bihar. INDUSTRY : Coal 

Dhanbad, dated the 1 0th July, L978 
AWARD 

1. This is a reference made by the Government ol India 
in the Ministry of Labour vide il’s Order No. 1.-20012/112/ 
76/D11IA. dated the 28th October, 1976,, for the adjudica- 
tion of the following industrial dispute : - — 

“Whether the action of the management of West Mudi- 
dih Colliery of Messrs Bharat Coking Coal Limited, 
Post Office Sijua, Disricl Dhanbad in dismissing Shri 
K. K. Panwar, Cashier with effect from the 19th 
September, 1975 is justified 7 If not, to whnt. relief 
is the said workman entitled 7” 

2. ft is not disputed that on an internal audit made on 
27-9-1974 certain irregularities were detected for which follow- 
ing charge-sheet dated 6-11-1974 was issued against the cashier 
Shri K. K, Panwar ; 

“(1) A sum of Rs. 2,695.00 has been paid by you on 
different accounts during the period from 21-9-1973 
to 21-11-1973, without due approval of the Sub- 
Area Manager. 

(2) You paid an amount of Rs. 2300.00 to the Asstt. 

Cashier for miscellaneous payments but ‘he details 
of expenditure made could not be shown to the said 
Audit Party. 

(3) You stated to have made a payment of Rs. 2322.50 

but could nol produce any supporting voucher before 
the said Audi! Party against this payment. 

I he delinquent submitted his explanation on 8-11-1974. The 
Personnel Officer, Angarpafhra, Shri S. P. Singh held the 
domestic enquiry and submilted his report on 12-4-1975 conse- 
quent to which Sub-Area Manager dismissed the delinquent 
workmun vide his Ict'er dated 30-8-1975 with immediate cfFecl. 

3. Union has challenged the action of the management ns 
arbitrary, illegal and malaflde and an ael of unfair labour 
prctice. Predetermined attitude to dismiss is alleged and 
according to the union the Enquiry Officer was perfunctory. 
He acted on the direction of his superiors. Quantum of pu- 
nishment is also alleged to be cxcccssivc. 

4. The management denied these vague allegations of 
very general nature. The enquiry is said to be fair and un- 
biased in which the Enquiry Officer gave full opportunity to 
the delinquent to defend himself. The punishment is ai'eged 
>o be proper. 

5. The Advocates considered that there was no specific ale- 
gation against any procedural irregularity in the enquiry con- 
ducted by the Enquiry Officer which prejudiced the delinquent 
in his defence. Learned counsel for the union therefore did 
not press for a decision on the preliminary point of grant of 
fair opportunity. His argument was only to fold; the find- 
ing of the Enquiry Officer was perverse and as there was no 
charge of mis-approprialion mere irregularities even if proved 
did not warrant the punishment of dismissal. Quantum of 
punishment therefore requires to be revised by this Tribunal in 
exercise of powers under Section 1 1 A of Industrial Dispules 
Act. 

6. The delinquent had admitted the facts and therefore 
the plea that the Enquiry Officer should have examined the 
members of the Audit Party is not of much consequence. 

7. As for Ihe perversity of the findings, after going through 
the report of the Enquiry Officer vis-a-vis the evidence record- 
ed by him. I am of the view that there is no perversity in the 
report. Findings arc based on evidence on record and infe- 
rence drawn are proper and reasonable. The Enquiry Officer 
has exonerated (be delinquent of Charge No. 2 and has held 
him gniliy of the irregularities on olher counts. The argu- 
ment of perversity has thus no force. 

8. As for the quantum of punishment 1 may sav that tne 
evidence indicates trial on every slip under which payment is 
made, the siuna'ure of .the Manager should be taken Still 
on two vouchers Hx/s. A-12 and A- 14 the signatures Were not 
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obtained. Making of the payment was not irregular as ll 
appears that prior sanction of the Sub-Area Manager was not 
a must. Charge No. 1 therefore does not speak of the defect of 
not obtaining prior sanction. The real irregularity was that 
after making payment on the bidding of the Manager, who 
was the immediate boss, the approval of the Sub-Area Manager 
should have been obtained which was not done in case of 
■hese 15 vouchers A-l to A-15. It is again true that it was 
Manager’s duty to write to the Sub-Area Manager for granting 
approval, but the Manager was not dealing with the accounts 
and was not the custodian of these documents. It was the 
duty of cashier, who was keeping them, to have brought it to 
the notice of the Manager that these payment vouchers were 
lying almost for about eleven months wi Trout the approval 
of the Sub-Area Manager. The negligence of 'he cashier lay 
in sitting over these vouchers for eleven momhs without ini- 
tiating any action for seeking approval of Sub-Area Manager 
through the Manager. The lapse of eleven months time 
brought the element of seriousness in ihe irregularity. 

9. With respect of Charge No. 3 the evidence discloses 
the sorry state of the accounts. The Enquiry Officer hay 
discussed the evidence in details itemwise. He has held that 
this charge is not established to the extent that the delinquent 
did not give the details of Rs. 1092.24 to the Audit Party 
with reference to Exts. C-2 and C-5, but it is established with 
respect to the remaining amount about which he could not 
satisfy the Audi'ors. The delinquent himself gave it in writing 
to the Auditors which is marked as Ext. C-6 that the remain- 
ing payments could not be accounted for from the documen's. 
However, during the course of enquiry wi h the help of Exts. 
E to M he gave account of the whole amount involved in 
this charge. Here again the delinquent could no! explain 
as to what happened to the remaining amount out of !he total 
advance of Rs. 700 made to Shri Dubey after he had paid 
to Local Sell Workers the total amount of Rs. 658.58. There 
was again the discrepancy about the amount of Rs. 600 alleged 
to have been paid to Sri N. K. Singh for making payment to 
Sri Kedar Singh and Sheopujan Bind while the advance made 
to Sri N. K. Singh is only Rs. 600 according to his evidence 
in Ext. C-2, the to'al payments come to Rs. 632.70. It is 
again not e'ear as to under whose order these advance payments 
for the month of August, 1974 were made to the two persons. 
Similar is the stare of affairs with respect to a few other items. 

10. By writing that the charges were established against the 
delinquent the punishing authority appears to have ignored 
the fact that all the three charges were not established inas- 
much as the Enquiry Officer gave a finding that Charge No, 2 
was not proved. As the amount involved in Charge No. 2 
was not spent therefore it was not possible for the cashier or 
the assistant Cashier to give the details of expenditure to the 
Midit Party, ft appears that the quantum of punishment has 
been determined by the punishing authority considering this 
un-proved charge to be a proved one. Had he carefully scru- 
tinised the report, perhaps he may not have penalised the 
delinquent to the extent of dismissal on two charges only. 
Moreover it is evident that with respect to Charge No. 1 the 
responsibility as well lay with the Manager who had to obtain 
the approval. No action was ever taken against the Manager 
and by punishing the cashier the Manager thus wants to 
totally transfer his responsibility on the shoulders of the 
cashier. This mitigates the seriousness of the charge. The 
other mitigating circumstance is that there is no allegation of 
mis-appropriation of funds. For mere irregularity of not 
obtaining formal approval for eleven months and the irre- 
gularity pertaining to Charge No. 3 which rules out a case 
of embezzlement, the punishment of dismissal appears to be 
too severe a penalty which does require the consideration of 
the aforesaid mitigating circumstances. In my opinion the 
punishment should be such which may teach the delinquent 
a lesson against being irregular and negligent in financial 
matters in future and the utility of that teaching can only be 
when he continues to be in service. 

It. Thus looking to the nature and seriousness of the 
charges that have been proved and the afoiesaid mitigating cir- 
cumstances I think the punishment of reverting the delinquent 
to the initial stage of the scale of pay to which he is entitled 
as n cashier, will meet the ends of justice. V is. therefore, 
oidc.cd that Shri k k. Panwar shall be reinstated as a cashier 
fiom a d .l,' on which he reports for duty within two months 
of the publication of the award in the Gazette of India with 
eon billin' in service and all benefits of past service following 
from it. for the purpose of pension etc. He shrall, however, 
be placed at the initial stage of the scale of pay admissible 


to a cashier and shall no! be entitled to wages for the period 
from the date of dismissal to the date of re-instatement. This 
period shall be counted as on leave without pay but shall not 
entail break in service. The award is given accordingly. 

S. N. IOHRI, Presiding Officer. 
[No. L-200 12/112 /76-D-IIKA)] 
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START, 22 4[A, 1978 
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[ffo <TA-2 00 I 3 / 4 / 7 8-Tf - 3 ( tr ) J 
W® >W® W® "WTT, 
iw RfbRTfr 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 24th July, 1978 

S.O. 2268. — Whereas an industrial dispute exists between 
the employers in relation to the management of Central 
Coalfields Limited and their workmen represented by United 
Coal Workers’ Union, 

And whereas, the said employers and their workmen have 
by a written agreement under sub-stetion (1) of section 10A 
of the Industrial Disputes Act. 1947 (14 of 1947), agreed 
to refer the said dispute to arbitration and have forwarded 
to the Central Government a copy of the said arbitration 
agreement ; 

Now. therefore, in pursuance of sub-section (3) of section 
10A of the said Act. the Central Government hereby pub- 
lishes the said agreement which was received by it on the 
4th July, 1978. 

AGREEMENT 

(Under Section 10-A of the Industrial Disputes Act 1947) 
BETWEEN 

NAMES OF PARTIES : 

Representing employers : 

Sri P, L. Ralhan. 

Dy. Chief Mining Engineer, 


Dakra Colliery, Central Coal- 
fields Limited, P.O. Dakra, 
nist. Ranchi, Bihar. 

Representing workmen : 

Sri T. N. Jha, Secretary, 

United Coal Workers’ Union, 
P.O. Dakra, Dist. Ranchi. 

It is hereby agreed between the parties to refer the follow- 
ing dispute to the Arbitration of S/Sri M. L. Gulati, Addl. 
Chief Personnel Officer, Central Coalfields Ltd., Dar- 
bhanga House, Ranchi and Shafllque Khan, General Secre- 
tary, United Coal Workers)’ Union. P.O. Bermo, District 
Giridih, Bihar ; — 

(i) Specific matters iti disputes : 

“Whether the dismissal of S/Sri Sant Ram, Quarry 
Loader, Firtlal Satnami, Quarry Loader, Krishan 
Mohan, Electrician and Ramprit Ram, Driver of 
Dakru Colliery in the situation prevailing in the 
colliery on 24-5-75 is justified ? If not to what 
relief they arc entitled.” 

(ii) Details of the parties to the dispute including the 

name and address of the establishment or undertak- 
ing involved : — 

(1) Management of Dakra Colliery of Central Coal- 

filcds Ltd., P.O. Dakra, District Ranchi, 

(2) Workmen of Dakra Colliery of Central Coalfields 

Ltd., us represented by United Coal Workers’ 
Union, P.O. Dakra, Dist, Ranchi. ( 

(iii) Total No. of workmen employed in the undertaking 

affected. Approximately 1700. 

(iv) Estimated No. of workmen affected or likely to be 

affected : 4 (four), 

We further agree that the unanimous decision of the Arbi- 
trators shall be binding on us and that in case the Arbitrators 
are equally divided in their opinion they shall appoint another 
person as Umpire whose award shall be binding on us. The 
Arbitrators shall make their award within a period of 3 mouths 
or within such further time as is extended by mutual agree- 
ment between us in writing. Tn cast the award is not given 
within the period aforementioned the reference to arbitration 
shall stand automatically cancelled and we shall be free to 
negotiate for fresh arbitration. 

SIGNATURE OF PARTIES : 

Representing workmen Representing employer 

Sd/- Sd/- 

(T. N. Jha) (P. L. Ralhan) 

Dated at Dakra this day of 22nd June, 1978. 

WITNESSES : 

1. Sd/- 22-6-78. 

(J alii Ahmad) 

2, Sd/- 22-6-78. 

<N. K. Gupta). 

[No. L-20013/4/78-D. 111(A)] 
S. H. S. IYER, Desk Officer 
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ORDER 

New Delhi, the 19th July, 1978 

S O. 2109. — Whereas the Central Government is of opinion 
that an industrial dispute exists between the employers in 
relation to the management of Karnataka Rank Limited, 
Mangalore and their workmen in respect of the matters speci- 
fied in the Schedule hereto annexed ; 

And whereas the Central Government considers it desirable 
to refer the said dispute for adjudication ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
section 7A read with clause (d) of sub-section (1) of section 
10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the 
Central Government hereby constitutes an industrial Tribunal 
the Presiding Officer of which shall be Shri F. L. F. Alvnres 
with headquarters at Bangalore and refers the said dispute 
for adjudication to the said Central Government Industrial 
Tribunal. 

SCHEDULE 

“Whether the action of the management of Karnataka 
Bank Limited in stopping two annual increments of 
Shri Ashok Kumar, Attender for the years 1976 and 
1977 with the effect of postponing future increments 
is justified 7 If not, to what relief is the workman 
concerned entitled 7” 

{F. No. L-1201 1/66/78-D.Tf.Al 
T, K. RAMACHANDRAN, Under Secy. 
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^Ro it^o pro aw, taa aftarfr 

ORDER 

Nl’w Delhi, I lie 20ili July, 1978 

S.O. 2210, — -Whereas nn industrial dispute exists between 
the employee, in relation 10 (he management of Central Mine 
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Planning and Design Institute l imited and their workmen 
represented by National Coni Organisation Employees 
Association, 

And whereas/, the said employers and their workmen have 
by a written agreement under sub-section (1) of section 10A 
of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), agreed lo 
refer the said dispute to arbitration and have forwarded lo 
Ihe Central Government a copy of the ‘raid arbitration 
agreement ; 

Now therefore, in pursuance of sub-section (3) of section 
10A of the said Act, the Central Government hereby pub- 
lishes the said agreement which was received by it on the 
6th July, 1978. 

AGREEMENT 

(Under Section 10-A of Ihe Industrial Disputes Act 1947) 
BETWEEN 

Names of the Parties : 

A. Representing employer. — Central Mine Planning and 

Design Institute Limited, Gondwana Place, Kanke 
Road, Ranchi, through Regional Director (Head- 
quarters). 

B. Representing workman/workmen. — National Coal 

Organisation Employees Association, Durbhanga 
House, Ranchi, through the General Secretary. 

B.B. It is hereby agreed between the parties to refer the 
following dispute to the arbitration of Sri R. N. 
Sharma, Chairman-cum- Managing Director, Central 
Coalfields Limited, Ranchi. 

C. Specific matters in dispute ; 

A Draft Combined List of Seniority of Headquarters 
and Institute of CMPDI Ltd. in respect of all work- 
men, excluding Drilling cadre, was published by the 
Management on 1st July, 1977 and Final Combin- 
ed List was later published by the Management on 
3-4-1978. Whether in the Final Combined List of 
Seniority of workmen published on 3-4-1978. the 
workmen of erstwhile NCDC (now C.CL) who hud 
opted for services in CMPDT Ltd., and the work- 
men appointed by the CMPDI Ltd. itself on or 
before I si April, 1975, should get seniority over 
the employees of the Coal Board, B.C.C.L. and 
C.I.L. transferred to CMPDIL subsequently 7 

What should be the criteria for determining the 
seniority amongst all these workmen and what 
consequential adjustments, if any, in the mailer of 
inier-sc-scniority in the consolidated seniority list, 
of CMPDI Ltd. would be necessary ? 

D. Details of Ihe purlieu to the dispute including the 

name and address of ihe establishment or under- 
taking involved : 

The Central Mine Planning and Design Institute 
Ltd., Gondwana Place, Kanke Road, Ranchi in- 
cluding its following Regional Inutilules, viz : 

1. The Regional Institute No. I- -located at A'nnsol. 

2. The Regional Institute No. 2 — located aL Dhanbad, 

3. The Regional Institute No, 3 — located at Rnnclli. 

4. The Regional Institute No. 4— located at Nagpur. 

K. Name of the workmen in case he himsttlf is involved 
in the dispute or the name of the Union, if any, 
representing the workman or workmen in question. 
National Coal Organisation Employees Association, 
Darbhnngn House, Ranchi. 

E. ' Total number of workmen : 900 

employed in Ihe undertaking affected, 

G. Estimated number of work : 600 

men aifecled or likely io be affected by the dispute 

We further agi ee that the decisions of the Arbitrator »hal 
be binding on us. 
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I lie \t 1'iiia'i’i ■'hall make Ins awatd within a period ot 
1,0 (Si\l\) day s 01 within such flit liter lime as in extended 
by mutual agieerrent between u-* in writing. In ease the award 
is not made within the period aforementioned, the reference 
to arbitiution shall stand automatically cancelled and we shall 
be free to negotiate for fresh arbitration. 

Signature of the Parties : 

Representing Employer: Representing workman/ 

workmen : 


Sd/- (30-6-78) 
(S. K. Mukharjee) 


Sd/- (30-6-78) 
(J. K. Bose) 
General Secretary 


Witness . 

1. Sd/- (Illegible) 

2. Sd/- (Illegible) 


Witness : 

1. Sd/- (30-6-78) 

(A. K. Bhattacharjee) 

2. Sd./- (30-6-78) 

(B. R. Sarkar) 


Dated at Ranchi, this day of 30th June. 1978. 

[No. L-20013/3/78-D. lit (A)] 
S. H. S. IYER, Desk Officer 
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TTfElhTOT, 1948 ( 1948 OT 34) Tt STITT 4 % JOT3 (T) % 

ototr it «ft rot trtrsff % jrr ot sff %o jfto jrjt, ttFot, 
[stott otott, ot fsT^rnr, tot, 9 ft otNeiF riot #srr Foth 
Jr m TPJtr ot srfrrfHfsRsr otr % Fot ret f#rF^ Fottt | ; 

m :, ot %Rhr otott, otttr) trot fm stFstPiot, 1948 
( 1948 OT 34) ETRT 4 % OTOTOT jf, JTTOT TOR % OT 
jtotr tpf srFsiTjOTfr rf® tot tot 1517 crrrtg- 14 1976 

tf ffiOTfsTfepr mrr>R TOjfl I, OTfa : — 

tot wftrgw jt "ttot ototOt fra etrt 4 % jjot (*r) 

% OTR JOTiriTR)’' stftOT? % ffrt JR 25 % OTJR Jtfafe % 

tret ot, FrrFtFot srhrfte jott otot), otr : — 

N 


Ho. S.O. 1517, dated the 14th April, 1976, namely: — 

In the said notification, under the heading “Nominated by 
the State Government under clause (d) of section (4)”, for 
the entry against item 25, the following entry shall be substi- 
tuted, namely : — 

“Shri K. B. Gurung, 

Secretary to the Government of Tripura, 

Labour Department, 

Agartala”. 

[No. U-16012/6/78-HI] 

OT® *to 2212. — OT: fTJTT ROT TROT % OTTOT?) TOT 
STITT WfgRm 1948 ( 1948 OT 34) Tl ETRT 10 tfV OT STITT 
( l) % JfR (T) % OTOTW *1 «ft OTT® OTOTff % RTR OT «ft 

jot sfto jtott JTfTw.fTjrr otott, ot fOTR, totott t) otttrt 
TTOT sflbr fjRJT T) FtFotOT srgfOTT 'TFrR R OT TTOT OT 
srFfiffifsrOT ott % Fot TrtrFRFOTT Fotit | ; 

ot:, OT OTOTT, OTTTR) ROT flRT STFaFROT, 19 48 

(.1948 OT 34) OT ETRT 10 Tt OTETITT (l) % 3ROTW T, 
RTRT OTOTT ^ OT JTTRN Tl TFOTOTT OT4T OT®RT° 2980 
OTfhsT, 26 OTTf, 197 6 if FotrFtFOT OTf)ER OTrft | OTftT : — 

ott srFETfOTr ir “(otFot ttot ototot ot etrt 10 ot 

OTORT (l) % JOTS (r) T OTOTtR OThTfOTT)” ROTT % TfOTf 
JR 21 % RJR Tt TFtFR % RTR OT fhRfrfOT srfirfte TOT 
STOTT, OTfd : — 

"MF %o sff o jtot 

* >3 

JTfOT, fTJTT OTOTT, 

OT F^OTJT, OTOTOT” I 

[?fo 16012/6/78-t/^o STlfo] 
OT° ^33° OTfllOT 


S.O. 2212. — Whereas the State Government of Tripura has, 
in pursuance of clause (d) of Sub-Section (1) of Section 10 
of the Employees’ State Insurance Act, 1948 (34 of 1948) 
nominated Shri K. B. Gurung, Secretary to the Government 
of Tripura, Labour Department, Agartala to represent that 
state on the Medical Benefit Council in place of Shri H. 
Mukherjee ; 


“=sfr %° sffo jot it, 

■VP ' 

JTfOT, fOTTT OTOTT, 

OT FTOT, tTOTOTTT” I 

[RoIJo 16012(6) 178-TJ^o tTTfo] 


S.O. 221 1.- — Whereas the State Government of Tripura 
has, in pursuance of clause (d) of section 4 of the Employees’ 
State Insurance Act, 1948 (34 of 1948) nominated Shri K. B. 
Gurung, Secretary to the Government of Tripura, Labour 
Department, Agartala to represent that State on the Em- 
ployees’ State Insurance Corporation in place of Shri H. 
Mukherjee ; 

Now. therefore, in pursuance of section 4 of the Employees 
State Insurance Act, 1948 (34 of 1948), the Central Govern- 
ment hereby makes the following amendment in the notifi- 
cation of the Government of India in the Ministry of Labour 


Now. therefore, in pursuance of sub-section (1) of section 
10 of the Employees’ State Insurance Act, 1948 (34 of 1948), 
the Central Government hereby makes the following amend- 
ment in the notification of the Government of India in the 
Ministry of Labour No. S.O. 2980, dated the 26th July, 1976 
namely : — 

Tn the said notification, under the heading “(Nominated by 
the State Government concerned under clause (d) of sub- 
section (1) of section 10)” for the entry against item 21, the 
following entry shall be substituted, namely : — 

“Shri K. B. Gurung, 

Secretary to the Government of Tripura, 

Labour Department, 

Agartala.” 

[No. U-16012/6/78-H1] 
S. S. SAHASRANAMAN, Dy. Secy. 


PRINTED BY THE MANAGER, GOVT, OF INDIA PRESS, RING ROAD, NEW DELHI-110064 
AND PUBLISHED BY THE CONTROLLER OF PUBLICATIONS, DELHI-110054, 1978 




